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Colter Topics. 


The Small Holdings and Allotments Bill. 


Ir sEEMS rigs clear that the two points over which contro- 
versy will place in the House of Lords, when the Govern- 
ment Small Holdings Bill reaches the Upper House, are 
“compulsion” and “hiring.” Already a vigorous protest has 
been made by Lord Lanspowne against the inclusion in the 
Bill of the principle of compulsion. Theoretically, perhaps, 
there may be no more sound reasons against compulsory 
‘‘hiring” than against compulsory “ purchase,” but the scheme 
of taking land on lease by compulsion is an altogether new 
departure in experimental legislation, and the practical working 
of the novel provisions of the Bill on this subject may prove to 
be difficult. The systems under which the State stands as vendor 
to private purchasers on extremely easy instalments, and in 
which the State is landlord to private lessees, are both in 
operation at the present time in several parts of the British 
dominions. But it is believed that even New Zealand—the 
home of experimental legislation—has not yet ventured to put 
the State in the position of an under-lessor, between a private 
head-lessor and a private under-lessee. 


Burial of the Dead at Sea. 

A sincuLar action ap to have been commenced in the 
American courts. Dr. Cuatmers Pazntice, of Chicago, whose 
wife died on the North German liner Konigin Zwise and was 
buried at sea, weeks to the wishes of her daughter, who accom- 
panied her, to recover substantial damages against the 
company. Mrs. Prentice died soon after the steamer left 
Gibraltar, and her body is alleged to have been buried at sea 
in spite of the protests of her daughter. We can find no 
authority for such an action in the lish reports. It has 
indeed laid down that there can be no property in the 
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dead body of a human being. Primd facie the executors are 
entitled to the possession, and are ag ore for the burial, 
of a dead body, but we are strongly disposed to think that it 
would be held that this right is liable to be superseded by the 
act of the master of the ship, who, in the case of the death of a 

assenger, might, in the exercise of a reasonable discretion, 
irect the body to be buried at sea, as in the case of Sir Davin 
Writ, the eminent artist, who died near Gibraltar on board 
the steamer Oriental in 1841. The duration of voyages has now 
been materially shortened, and it is possible that the owners of 
passenger steamers may think proper to support the enactment 
of regulations for the disposal of the bodies of those who die at 
sea. 


Warranties Implied by the Law. 

Tux supczs of the present day, in their administration of the 
law of contract, shew much unwillingness to imply warranties 
or to import stipulations into bargains which, after full delibera- 
tion, have been made by the parties. It has been said with 
regard to warranties implied by law that the law itself must 
take care to keep them within the boundaries of reason and 
justice, so as not to impose impracticable obligations. There 
are, however, occasions where the law feels bound to conclude 
that a warranty of some description, founded on the presumed 
intention of the parties, must be imported into their contract. In 
the case of Gardiner v. Gray (4 Camp. 144), where a number of 
bags of waste silk had been sold in London for delivery in 
Manchester without referring to samples or specifying particu- 
larly the quality of the commodity, Lord ELtznsoroven held 
that the purchaser had a right to expect a saleable article 
answering the description in the contract, and that, without any 
particular warranty, this was an implied term in every such con- 
tract. In the vigorous language of the Chief Justice, the purchaser 
cannot be supposed to buy goods to lay them on a “ dunghill.” 
In a case which recently came before the judge of the City of 
London Court, the owner of working-class houses, who had em- 


loyed a builder to do certain repairs, claimed damages for 
fone of contract, and gave evidence to shew that after the 
work was finished it was discovered that the roofs were not 


watertight. The defendant, by way of answer, offered to prove 
that the property was in a bad state, and that the roofs were 
watertight for at least five months. Roofs in London, in the 
case of poor property, could not be expected to lastlonger. The 
judge, after observing that he had once held that a watch ought 
to go at least until the purchaser had got out of the seller’s 
shop, decided that a roof which was stated to have been made 
watertight ought to last at least twelve months, and gave 
judgment against the defendant. 


Linked Chancery Judges. 


Tux HEARING of a motion for judgment in default of appear- 
ance in a case of Ward y. Pickle, on the 4th inst., was made the 
occasion by Kexzwicu, J., for a useful pronouncement on the 
proper practice to be followed in the Chancery Division as to 
stating the name of the judge before whom such a motion 
should be made. The writ had been marked, under ord. 5, r. 9a, 
with the name of Joyoz, J., but, inasmuch as by the current 
arrangement made between himself and Kexewrcu, J., his linked 
judge, under rule 9a of the same order, the non-witness work of 
the sittings was being taken by the latter judge, a notice of motion 
for judgment in default of appearance, marked as a short cause, 
and given as for hearing before Joycz, J., came into the paper 
of Kexewicn, J. A suggestion having been made in a former 
case, heard last sittings under similar circumstances, that the 
defendant might thus be misled into only watching the list of 
Joycz, J., Kzxzewion, J., stated that he had consulted three of the 
other five judges of the Chancery Division, and that they agreed 
with him that such a contention on behalf of a defendant was 
untenable, if only because it was to be assumed that such a 
defendant was, or ought to be, sufficiently cognizant of the course 
of events and practice in the Chancery Division not to be so 
misled. There are thus, apparently, no less than four distinct 
ways in which a notice of motion for judgment in such a case 
could have been effectively given—namely, as before (1) Mr. 
Justice Jovoz; (2) Mr. Justice Kexewion; (3) Mr. Justice 





| 


| 


or Mr. Justice Joyce. It is suggested that the last of these 
four alternatives, which was the form actually adopted in a 
similar case of Pink v. Pink, which was heard immediately after 
Ward v. Pickle, is the preferable and most instructive form, 
and it was approved by Kexewton, J., as avoiding all possible 
questions. 


The Criminal Appeal Bill. 


Tue Croat Appeal Bill has been read a second time in the 
House of Commons after a debate almost entirely free from 
party bias, and of a far from uninteresting nature. Probably one 
of the most noteworthy features was the complaint of the Home 
Secretary as to the ‘‘ almost unbearable” position of the occu- 
pant of his office in late years from the attacks of the less reputable 
newspapers in reference to convicted persons. We can all probably 
recall cases of late in which some one of these papers has taken 
up the case of a person said to have been wrongly convicted with 
such heat and violence, and with such utter absence of any real 
weighing of evidence, as to seriously embarrass proper inquiry 
into the circumstances. Such stuff is swallowed readily by a 
large number of ignorant persons, who directly and indirectly 
bring undue pressure to bear upon the Home Secretary, and 
probably make fierce attacks upon the unfortunate judge who 
tried the case. This state of things is undoubtedly a serious 
evil, and one which the creation of the proposed Court of 
Criminal Appeal ought to alter for the better. There 
can be little excuse for popular clamour after a con- 
viction has been thoroughly examined and confirmed by 
the Court of Appeal; and while the appeal is still pending 
newspapers will have to beware of the law of contempt 
of court. There was almost complete agreement amongst the 
members who took part in the debate as to there being a 
right of appeal in all cases on questions of law, but there is still 
a certain amount of objection to allowing appeals on questions 
of fact. It may be pointed out, however, that in most of the 
cases of alleged wrongful conviction which have created great 
public interest an appeal on questions of law only would 
not have met the case. It is on the facts that the agita- 
tion proceeds, and it is a reversal of the decision of fact 
which is aimed at. 


The Necessary Increase of Judges. 


Att THROUGH the debate there ran the fear that the 
creation of the new court will cause a block in legal busi- 
ness. This fear is undoubtedly well founded, for it is 
absolutely certain that there will be a very large number 
of criminal appeals, and that the hearing of them will occupy 
a great deal of judicial time. The remedy, however, is in the 
hands of the Government, and no doubt the strong committee 
which has just been appointed to inquire into the whole 
state of judicial business will suggest a way of dealing with the 
difficulty. But in face of the present congestion of business, 
and the large amount of additional business to be created by the 
Bill, it is impossible to conceive of any plan for bettering the 
present state of things which does not involve the appointment 
of additional judges. However, if the Bill is a good one, as the 
majority of persons capable of judging think it is, it will have 
to be paid for; and the Attorney-General made it plain that, as 
far as the Government are concerned, they are ready to pay. 
Nothing is more certain than that the change in the law 
will be an unmixed evil if the new court fails to work 
quickly and to deal with appeals practically as they 
arise. The bogey that the sense of responsibility of jurors 
will disappear when they know that their verdict may be 
revised made its inevitable appearance. It is a suggestion 
which it is difficult to deal with except by a mere denial. 
Where reputation is at stake in a civil case there is no 
sign that the sense of responsibility of jurors is any less 
than it is in criminal cases, and we can see no ground 
whatever for the suggestion. We do see great force, how- 
ever, in the suggestion that the Bill will have the effect 
of improving the proceedings of courts of quarter sessions, 


and increasing the sense of responsibility of their chairmen. | 
Chairmen will, no doubt, be much more careful in weighing 


their sentences, and in summing up their cases, when they know 


Kexewion for Mr. Justice Joyoz; or (4) Mr. Justice Kexewicnu that there is a court above them which may sit in judgment 
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upon every step they take. The Bill passed without a division ; 
ona as it on: of the measures which the Prime Minister has 
announced is to be proceeded with this session, it looks as if 
this would be the last of the long series of Bills which have 
been introduced with a similar object. 


Personal Luggage. 


Many visputTzs between railway companies and passengers 
have been brought into court as to what is “ personal 
luggage,” but it has never been doubted that articles of 
clothing, articles intended to be actually worn, toilet articles 
and such like, come under the description. Such things, as 
a rule, must be carried by railway companies without extra 
charge, up to a certain weight, when accompanying a 
passenger on a journey. It has always been assumed, how- 
ever, that the Carriers Act, 1830, applies to personal luggage 
as to other goods; and that if sealskin jackets, or valuable 
silk dresses, or silver-backed hair brushes, exceeding £10 in 
value, are lost when being carried in Prema gd luggage, the 
company are protected by the Act, and are not liable for the 
loss unless the nature and value of the goods have been 
declared. No doubt appears to have ever been cast upon this 
statement of the law until the case of Caswell v. The Cheshire 
Lines Committee was argued in a King’s Bench Divisional 
Court this week. The plaintiff lost a box which was 
being carried in the ordinary way as passenger’s luggage. 
In this box were goods of the description mentioned in the 
Carriers Act to the value of £20, and other goods to the value 
of about £30. In an action in a county court the plaintiff 
recovered judgment for the full value of his lost property. 
Against this judgment, so far as the goods coming under the 
Carriers Act were concerned, the defendants appealed. In 
support of the judgment it was argued that the Carriers Act does 
not apply to goods which come under the description of ordinary 
personal luggage. It was contended that, as passengers are 
entitled to have a certain weight of luggage carried free, and that 
in the company’s time-tables (which formed part of the contract) it 
was stated that a certain weight of personal luggage might be 
carried free, there was a special contract which precluded the 
company from making any charge for any goods properly 
described as personal luggage, and that the special contract 
took the case out of the Act. This is certainly a very ingenious 
argument, and one which can by no means be treated with 
contempt; but the court were right, it is submitted, in 
rejecting it. In the first place, section 1 of the Oarriers Act 
expressly provides that the Act shall apply to goods of the 
kinds mentioned delivered to the carrier “‘ either to be carried for 
hire or to accompany the person of any passenger.” Unless, 
therefore, the contract of the passenger excludes the operation 
of the Act, the Act appears to expressly deal with personal 
luggage carried without extra charge. The contract of the 
passenger, however, does not seem to have anything to do with 
the extent of the liability of the carrier; it is merely 
concerned with the duty of the carrier to carry a certain 
weight of luggage without extra charge. The contract is 
absolutely consistent with the right of the company to insist 
upon a declaration of the nature of the goods and a payment 
by way of insurance as provided by the Act, although they would 
probably not be justified in making any charge for the actual 
carriage. In other words, the company is bound to carry all 
things properly called personal luggage up to the allowed 
weight, but are entitled to the protection of the Act. The same 
argument applies to the provisions of the various private Acts 
of the companies requiring them to carry personal luggage 
without extra charge. There is nothing in any of those Acts 
inconsistent with the continued protection of the Carriers Act. 
In fact, the decision of the county court judge seems to’ be 
directly contrary to the decision of the Court of Exchequer in 
Flowers y. South-Eastern Railway (16 L. T. 329), which appears 
to have settled the point, and which has been up to now 
unchallenged. 


The Scottish Law of Slander. 


Tae uyHanrTants of Scotland are by many ns supposed 
to be more hard-headed and practical than their English neigh- 
bours, and it is therefore matter for surprise that their law 











should i 

tolerated by the English authorities. The father of a child 
whose death has been caused the negligence of a third 
person is without remedy in England, but the Scottish courts 
allow him to bring an action to recover damages for the sorrow 
and anguish which he has sustained. A letter containing libellous 
expressions against anyone and delivered to him, alth it 
may not have been shewn to any third party, is acti 
the law of Scotland to the extent at least of recoveri 


A: 


for the injury done to the feelings. In this respect the Scottish 
law differs from that of England, in which it is held that the 
delivery of a letter into the plaintiff's own hands does not afford 


sufficient proof of publication to maintain an action for 
though an indictment or information may be sustained in such 
a case, the letter being considered only as a misdemeanour 
rovocation to a and breach of the peace, A 
case which recently came before the Court of Session in Scot- 
land, upon appeal from the Sheriff Court at Peterhead, is 
rather curious example of the Scottish law in this respect. 
plaintiff, a chemist and druggist, brought his action against the 
defendant, a medical practitioner, for slander contained in a 
letter. It appeared that when the defendant Fo ear ig ip in the 
country town to which he and the plaintiff nged, he found 
it to be ee to adopt the prevailing custom, and to emplo 
a special chemist who knew the meaning of the terms 
his prescriptions. If a per cm of another doctor was 
brought to a chemist, and he was in doubt as to a term, it was 
mes 4 for him to inquire of the doctor’s —— chemist. 
plaintiff, who was not the defendant’s 
a prescription of the defendant, inserted in 
different compound of a drug from that intended. The 
mistake arose from the fact that the terms in the 
rescription were applicable to different compounds. The 
jefondant, having heard of what had occurred, communicated 
by telephone with the plaintiff, and not receiving as 
he considered a courteous reply, he wrote a letter to him in the 
evening of the same day threatening, unless he received as 
apology, to put the matter in the hands of the police. The 
Court of Session held that the letter was written om a 
privileged occasion, inasmuch as the defendant had a right, if 
not a duty, to inquire into the matter, for it was a serious 
for a chemist to dispense a which was not in accordance 
with the prescription of the physician. But the defendant, after 
he had had the greater part oo over the matter, 
had in the letter used expressions which went beyond anything 
which was warranted by the occasion. Malice might, therefore, 
be inferred, and they made a decree for damages against the 
defendant. Apart from the question of eal an 
English court would probably accept the reasoning ado by 
the Court of Session. 


Quack Doctors and the Law. 


A supement recently delivered by the Supreme Court of 
Vienna has decided that a person who has held himself out as 
competent to give medical advice, or to undertake the medical 
treatment of a patient, without being in possession of ae 5 
qualifications, is liable to penalties prescribed by the law. it 
be proved that he has on more than one occasion received pay- 
ment for his medical work, he is liable to be convicted as a 
quack and to undergo a heavier punishment. The English 
law is much more indulgent to the unqualified practitioner, and 
a correspondent of the ical Press and Circular takes occasion 
to contrast the attitude of the State towards the professions of 
law and medicine respectively. He refers to a report in one of 
the newspapers by which it appeared that a q ed solicitor 
was summoned before a London poli pee on the 
of “wilfully and falsely — ing to 8 solicitor.” 
defendant was in fact quali and had been on 
the rolls for many years, but his certificate had been 
refused in the previous year in consequence of his being an 
undischarged bankrupt. There had been no false representa- 
tion on his part; he was acting for an old unfortunate client. 


erthel fined £5 and or impri in 
ess, costs, anaes 


A medical 


what is allowed to on under medical law. 
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struck off the medical register, and immediately after his release 
from prison recommenced — with the title of “Dr.,” and 
remained unmolested until he was guilty of an offence similar 
to that for which he had already been punished. Advertise- 
ments of cures for hopeless cases of cancer or consumption are 
common enough, and are apparently beyond the reach of the 
law. It was said by an eminent French author that quacks are 
more dangerous to mankind than vultures, for the latter devour 
only the dead, while the former prey upon the living. But the 
English law has so far. made few, if any, attempts to interfere 
with the proceedings of the professors of quack medicine. 


Liability of a Lodger for Accidents to His Landlady 


AN ESTEEMED correspondent raises in another column, with 
becoming gravity, the question whether, under the new Workmen’s 
Compensation Act, a lodger or paying guest will be liable for acci- 
dents to his landlady or host? We presume that his query is 
suggested by the exemption from the Act of “a member of the 
employer's family dwelling in his house” and by the wide definition 
in the Act of “‘ workman” as meaning “any person who has entered 
into or works under a contract of service with an employer, whether 
by way of manual labour, or otherwise, and whether the contract 
is expressed or implied, is oral or in writing.” But does a landlady 
or host enter into, or work under, a “‘ contract of service” with the 
lodger or paying guest as her employer? It would be provoca- 
tive of dire indignation if a lodger were to suggest to his landlady 
that she, as his servant, is bound to obey his orders—for instance, 
as to the slaughter of the lodging-house cat, which performs such 
——s feats in the way of consumption of food and damage 
to the lodger’s chattels. The landlady is, so far as we can see, 
no more the servant of the lodger than an hotel keeper is the 
servant of his guests. The contract in each case is merely to 

rovide lodging and board for the guest. The landlady is not 

y any means a person “ inops consilii,” so as, according to 
Coxuins, M.R., in Simpson v. Ebbw Vale Steel Co. (1905, 1 K. B. 
453), to be within the class intended to be benefited by the Act; 
she is usually particularly well able to take care of her interests, 
and she and her cat between them generally manage to get the 
better of the lodger. We are not at all sure, indeed, whether 
our correspondent’s query ought not to be turned upside down, 
so as to run: Is the landlady liable for accidents to her lodger, 
who has entered into an implied contract of service with her, in 
the sense of being bound to obey her orders and to provide 
sufficient food from time to time for her and the cat afore- 
said ? 
Stealing the Goods of a Person Unknown. 

In an article in the Cornhill Magazine for June, with the title 
‘‘ Wanted, More Knowledge,” the writer gives some account of 
his searches in the records of the Sussex Quarter Sessions in the 
middle of the seventeenth century, and says that there is much 
that one would give anything to know; and, with regard to the 
convictions for theft, asks: ‘‘ How could one steal, as Epwarp 
GriBErT was alleged to have stolen, two beehives, value eight- 
pence, from a person unknown? How could Simon Youna, ANNE 
his wife, Tuomas Youne and Mary his wife manage to steal 
‘nine shillings and tuppence’ from a person unknown? Or, 
rather, how could they be convicted of the same? Did they con- 
fess, when the ‘nine and tuppence’ had burned a hole in their 
quadrilateral conscience? Or was the person unknown someone 

whose name the justices wished to conceal? I was always 
vainly hoping to meet an assault and battery upon a person 
unknown.” It is possible that these queries are written by one 
who is familiar with the law, and can find matter for jest in its 
phraseology, for it is common knowledge that if the name of the 
party injured be unknown to the prosecutor, as in the case of 
the murder of a stranger, or larceny from the person of a stranger 
who does not come forward to prosecute, he may be described in 
the indictment as a person unknown, and a man may be indicted 
for the murder of, or for stealing the goods of, ‘‘ a certain person 
to the jurors unknown.’”’ In the case of certain persons who 


were convicted and executed near Hindhead, in Surrey, at the 
close of the eighteenth century for the murder of a young sailor, 
the name of this unfortunate person could never be discovered, 
and the murderers were convicted on the evidence of those who 


The Law and Practice of Duelling. 

Ir 1s curious to observe how the practice of duelling still 
lingers long after it has been prohibited and made punishable 
by the criminal law. Duelling was not unknown in England 
during the last century, as appears in the novels of Dickens 
and Tuackeray, but if a fatal duel took place when the parties 
were in cool blood it was held to be murder, though juries 
occasionally gave a verdict of acquittal in cases where they 
sympathized with the prisoner. In France it is established by 
decisions of the Court of Cassation that the articles of 
the Code which relate to murder are applicable to homi- 
cide committed in a duel. This being the law, one may 
feel some surprise in reading a notice on the subject of duelling 
which M. Picavart, the Minister of War, has quite recently 
addressed to the commanders of the different army corps. In 
this notice M. Picavarr states that the Government decline to 
lay down any regulations respecting duels in which officers of 
the army are concerned. These duels will not in future be con- 
sidered as matters of public interest, but will be left to be 
arranged by the parties according to their views of honour and 
propriety. This notice is possibly a step towards the extinction 
of the practice of duelling, though it may seem at first sight to 
amount to a recognition by the Government of encounters which 
are a breach of the public peace and subject to the punishments 
for offences against life and limb. 








Setting Aside Chamber Orders in 
Chancery. 


Tue decision of Kexewicn, J., in Harrington v. Ramage which 
we reported last week (ante, p. 514) has created considerable 
uncertainty as to the proper practice to be adopted in order to 
vary or discharge an order made in Chancery Chambers. 

Since the year 1884 the practice has hitherto been clear. 
In that year Pearson, J., made a statement in court as to 
what then was, and was to continue to be, the settled 
practice of the Chancery Division in this respect (see 
Practice Note, W. N. (1884), 218; cited 1 Ann. Prac., 1907, 
p. 760). It can hardly be supposed that Pzarson, J., made 
the statement referred to without consultation with the 
other judges of the division, for,the practice there laid down 
has been followed ever since in the Chambers of all the Chancery 
judges. The statement referred to is as follows: ‘“ An adjoura- 
ment to the judge will not be granted unless an application is 
made to the chief clerk (now Master) at the time when the 
summons is heard by him either for an adjournment or for time 
to consider whether an adjournment shall be asked for. If no 
—— is made to the chief clerk (Master) at the time, the 
order can only be altered by means of a motion in court to 
discharge it. If an order is made against a party properly 
served in his absence, the result is the same as if, being present, 
he does not ask for an adjournment.” 

In Harrington v. Ramage (ante, p. 514) the Master made an order 
to stay an action as frivolous and vexatious. The plaintiffs 
solicitor made no application for adjournment to the judge, nor 
did he apply for time to consider whether he should doso. In 
fact, he declined to do so. The plaintiff in the action then 
changed his solicitor, and the new plaintiff's solicitor applied 
promptly to the Master to reinstate the case in his list in 
order to enable him to obtain an adjournment to the judge. 
This course, however, was not in accordance with the 
established practice as laid down in the above statement by 
Pearson, J., and the defendant objected to the matter being 
re-opened. As no application for adjournment had been made 
to the Master when the order was made, it could only 
be varied or discharged by means of a motion in court to 
discharge it. The plaintiff, therefore, appears to have been 
following the established practice in moving the court for the 
discharge of the order. Kexewicu, J., however, said that “ any 
motion of this kind to discharge the Master’s order is wholly 
irregular, and will be discharged.” This will come as a surprise 
to legal practitioners. 





had observed them and their conversation at an alehouse. 





The circumstances of the case were peculiar. The newly- 
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appointed solicitor for the plaintiff could not get an adjourn- 
ment to the judge for the reason above explained. His 
only course * Scmg to have been to move the judge in 
court to discharge the judge’s order made in chambers. 
We say “judge’s order” advisedly, because there is no 
such thing as a Master’s order in Chancery. Every order 
made in Chancery chambers is the order of the judge. The 
parties either accept it as such from the Master, or, if either of 
them desires to question it, he can demand as of right that it 
be adjourned to the judge for his personal consideration. 
Where neither party makes such a demand at the time, the 
ruling of Pgarson, J., in 1884—which in such an event enables 
the order to be discharged on motion—comes into operation. 
This is a species of saving clause, designed, no doubt, to avoid 
the door being closed prematurely against an application to 
discharge a chamber order where the circumstances of a case 
are such that the ordinary procedure of adjournment to the 
judge in chambers, and subsequent motion in court to discharge 
his order, cannot be conveniently applied. 

We venture to express the hope that the doubt raised by the 
decision in Harrington v. Ramage will be removed by some 
authoritative statement of practice applicable to all the Chambers 
of the Chancery Division. We confess to a decided preference 
for the old rule of practice as stated by Pearson, J., which 
enables a solicitor against whose client an order is made by a 
Master in Chambers, and who does not at the time express any 
desire to go to the judge, to subsequently reconsider his position, 
and, if he is so advised, to apply by motion to discharge the 
order. 

The more stringent procedure laid down by Kexewicn, J., 
would probably tend to increase the number of adjournments 
before the Master for the purpose of allowing the unsuccessful 
party time to consider whether he should demand an adjourn- 
ment to the judge, otherwise the only chance of objecting to 
the order would be lost. If the possibility of obtaining a 
variation of the order made by the Master were to be strictly 
limited to cases where the solicitor claimed at the time, or 
reserved his right to claim, an adjournment to the judge, the 
responsibility of the solicitor in allowing an order to pass 
unchallenged would be materially increased. The adjourn- 
ment to the judge is not an appeal, but it is in the nature 
of an appeal, and there is no instance in our procedure in 
which the right to appeal is made to depend entirely on the 
decision of a moment. If the ruling of Kexewron, J., is 
adopted, a time will have to be fixed within which a party to 
any application in Chancery chambers may claim an adjourn- 
ment to the judge. But this would have the unfortunate effect 
of delaying the drawing up of every Chamber order until the 
expiration of the period fixed, for, as we have said, adjourn- 
ment to the judge is not an appeal against an order made, but 
is the suspension of a proposed order by the Master until the 
judge has personally considered it. 








Ademption of Legacies by External 


Interference. 


THe Court of Appeal have affirmed (1907, 1 Ch. 665) the 
decision of Joycz, J., in Re Slater (1906, 2 Ch. 480), and have 
arrived at a result which, technically, no doubt, is correct, but 
as to which, practically, the same confidence cannot be felt. A 
testator by his will, dated in February, 1904, bequeathed to a 
legatee the interest during her life arising from money invested 
in certain specified securities, including money invested in the 
Lambeth Waterworks Oo. At that date the testator had £1,075 
Lambeth Waterworks £10 per cent. Stock. He died in May, 
1905, and had there been no interference from outside the legatee 
would clearly have been entitled to receive for her life the income 
from the stock. But prior to the date of the will the Lambeth 


Waterworks Co's dissolution had been arranged by Act of 
Parliament; and after that date, but before the testator’s 
death, this dissolution had taken effect and the stock had ceased 
to exist and had been replaced by Metropolitan Water Stock. 
This was under the Metropolis Water Act, 1902, which 


taking of each of the Metropolitan water companies (including 
the Lambeth Waterworks Oo.) should be transferred to the 
Metropolitan Water Board, and that the board should pay to 
each company as compensation a sum to be determjned, in 
default of ment, by arbitration, but that the sum so pay- 
able might, if the Water Board and the company so , be 
discharged wholly or partly in water stock. In August, 
1904, the directors of the Lambeth Waterworks Oo. prepared 
a scheme for the application and distribution of the compensation 
awarded to the company, which was taken in water stock, 
and under the scheme there was issued to the t»stator in respect 
of his holding the sum of £3,739 13s. 24. Metropolitan Water 
B Stock. This was the stock which he held at his death in lieu 
of his Lambeth Waterworks Stock, and the legatee naturally 
supposed that the testator’s intentions would be carried out by 
giving her the income of it. But in this both Joyos, J., and the 
Court of Appeal have disappointed her. 

The technical justification of this decision has been put on 
two grounds—firat, that since the will is, under section 
24 of the Wills Act, 1837, to be taken as speaking from 
the testator’s death, there was then no Lambeth Water- 
works Stock upon which it could operate, and consequently 
that the gift failed to take effect; and, secondly, that 
if the gift was treated as a gift of the income of the 
specific stock which the testator had at the date of the will, yet 
the legacy had been, in the circumstances, adeemed. Joyos, J., 
decided the case upon the first ground only. Section 24, it will 
be remembered, runs: ‘Every will shall be construed, with 
reference to the real and personal estate comprised in it, to 
speak and take effect as if it had been executed immediately 
before the death of the testator, unless a contrary intention 
shall appear by the will.” In Goodlad v. Burnett (1 K. & J. 
341) Woop, V.C., held that no such contrary intention could be 
inferred from the mere fact that a testator spoke of “my” 
stock, and hence a gift by a testatrix of all her Three-and-a- 
quarter per cent. Annuities passed all such stock as she had at 
the time of her death. In that case the decision operated very 
much in favour of the legatee. At the date of the will the 
amount of the stock was £3,010; at the death it was £17,010. 
Similarly Joyor, J., held that there was no “contrary inten- 
tention”’ in the will in Re Slater to prevent the gift operating 
only on such Lambeth Waterworks Stock as the testator had at 
the time of his death. ‘‘As a matter of construction, and 
construction merely, this bequest, in my opinion, passed so much 
and no more money than the testator had at his death invested 
in the Lambeth Waterworks Co. The Metropolitan Water B 
Stock, therefore, did not pass.” . 


With this view both Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Barvegs, P., 
agreed, but they were also of opinion that, even if the gift could 
be referred to the Lambeth Waterworks Stock held by the 
testator at the date of his will, yet it had been adeemed by the 
subsequent conversion into Metropolitan Water Stock. It has, 
indeed, been recognized that a mere change in the denomination 
of stock after the date of a will, without any substantial change 
in the owner’s rights, does not operate as an ademption. fn 
Oakes v. Oakes (9 Hare 666) a testator bequeathed all his Great 
Western Railway shares in terms which referred to the 
shares held by him at the date of his will. These were 
subsequently converted into consolidated stock, and it was held 
that the bequest operated on the stock. The investment, 
Turner, V.C., pointed out, existed substantially in the same 
state as at the date of the will. Moreover, the change had been 
effected quite independently of the testator, hence the case is 
distinguishable from Re Lane (14 Ch. D. 856), where a testator, 
under an option conferred upon him, took debenture stock in 
substitution for debentures, and it was held that a bequest of 
all his debentures did not include the debenture stock. But in 
Re Slater the Master of the Rolls declined to apply the principle 
of Oakes v. Oakes to the case of a change of investment from 
Lambeth Waterworks Stock to Metropolitan Water Stock. The 
principle of that case, he per out, required that the old and 
the new investment should be substantially the same thing. In 
Re Slater, however, an investment in a company restricted to 
part of the metropolitan area, and conferring particular rights, 
had been changed to an investment in a public authority cover 





provided that, as from the 24th of June, 1904, the under- 
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Consequently, if the legacy related to the Lambeth Waterworks 
Stock held by the testator at the date of his will, this had dis- 
appeared before his death, and there was nothing which could 
be treated as identical with it. The fact that the change had 
been made without any intervention on the part of the testator 
was treated, it would seem, as immaterial. The subject-matter 
of the legacy had gone, and with it the legacy. 

With the view taken by the Master of the Rolls and the 
President Kennepy, L.J., expressed a somewhat guarded con- 
currence, and, so far as the case rested upon the doctrine of 
ademption, he intimated his dissent. The practical incorrect- 
ness of the decision rests upon the operation of section 24 of the 
Wills Act in a case where an external authority intervenes 
between the date of the will and the date of the testator’s death, 
and substitutes a new investment for an investment mentioned 
in the will. This means that the testator must forthwith make 
an alteration in his will so as to meet the altered circumstances— 
a precaution which may well be overlooked—or that the legatee 
must be disappointed in consequence of the external inter- 
ference. Apparently the result in the present case must be 
accepted as one of the hardships which occasionally occur ia 
applying any hard and fast rules to the division of property. 
Apart from the Wills Act and the doctrine of ademption, there 
can be little doubt that the bequest ought to have operated on 
the water stock; in other words, the statute and the force of 
circumstances defeated the testator’s intention and disappointed 
the legatee. 








The Conveyancing and Settled 
Land Bills. 


IL. 


WE noticed last week the provisions of the Conveyancing Bill which 
has been prepared on instructions of the Council of the Law Society 
and introduced in the House of Commons by Mr. MIcKLEM. It 
remains to state the provisions of the two companion Bills—the 
Settled Land Bill and the Married Women’s Property Bill. 

In substance the Settled Land Bill is the same as that of last year, 
though it has been considerably altered in details and arrangement, 
and some additional clauses have been introduced. As is well 
known, considerable difficulties have been experienced in applying 
the Settled Land Acts to the varying circumstances which arise when 

roperty which has been once settled becomes subject to resettlement 
Scie all the purposes of the original settlement have been 
exhausted. With a view to preserving intact the statutory powers 
of the tenant for life, it was enacted by section 50 of the Act of 
1882 that those powers should not be capable of assignment or release, 
and should remain exerciseable by the tenant for life notwithstand- 
ing any assignment of his estate. From this provision, as interpreted 
in Re Lord Wimborne and Browne (1904, 1 Ch. 537), it follows that 
even a surrender by a tenant for life of his life estate to the next 
tenant for life under the settlement does not affect the powers of the 
surrenderor. He has, it is pointed out in the prefatory note to the 
Bill, parted with his entire interest in the land, and the next tenant 
for life has gone into possession ; but the latter, though in fact tenant 
for life, has no power under the Acts till the death of the surrenderor. 
Clause 2 proposes to rectify this by providing that, where the estate 
of a tenant for life is surrendered to the person next entitled 
in remainder, and the surrenderee is a person who, if the sur- 
renderor were dead, would have the statutory powers of a tenant 
for life, the statutory powers of the surrenderor shall, notwithstanding 
section 50, cease to & exerciseable by him. 

Clause 3 deals with the case where a settlement has been exhausted 
except as to the existence of charges or a power of charging. It was 
held in Re Mundy and Roper’s Contract (1899, 1 Ch. 275), following 
Re Marquis of Ailesbury and Lord Iveagh (1893, 2 Ch. 345), that an 
estate is limited to, or in trust for, persons in succession, so as to be 
settled land within the meaning of the Acts, when it is subject to 
jointure rent-charges and portions, as well as when there are 

imitations of successive freehold estates; and clause 3 proposes to 

confirm this by enacting that land which has at any time been settled 
land under a settlement shall be deemed, for the purposes of the 
Settled Land Acts, to remain settled land so long as any charge or 
sea of charging under the settlement subsists or is capable of 

ing exercised. Clause 3 also provides that the trustees of a settle- 
ment within that clause for the purposes of the Acts shall remain the 
trustees thereof for those purposes so long as the land is deemed to 
be settled land. 

The general question of who are to be regarded as the trustees for 
the purposes of the Acts of a compound settlement is dealt with in 





clause 4. In the ordinary case land is first settled by settlement A to 
X. for life, with powers of jointuring and charging, with remainders 
in tail over. In due course X. joins with the next remainderman in 
tail to resettle the estate by settlement B, and in the meantime there 
may have been deeds creating a jointure rent-charge and portions 
charges, with terms to secure them. Under settlement B, X. will 
take a life estate, which, of course, is a different estate from that 
which he had under settlement A, and which is gone. But if there 
were any powers incident to his estate under settlement A which are 
not exhausted, and which it is desired to preserve, then his Jife 
estate under settlement B is expressed to be in restoration of his 
previous life estate. This does not mean that his previous life estate 
is in fact restored, which would be impossible, but that the 
powers which were incident to it are to continue to be exerciseabla, 
and it is possible that for this purpose it has a fictitious exist- 
ence. Moreover, as stated above, the statutory powers of X., as 
former tenant for life, continue to be exerciseable under settlement A, 
notwithstanding the resettlement, so long as any charges created 
under settlement A are in existence. Accordingly, as was seen in Re 
Mundy and Roper’s Contract (supra), X. can sell either as a person 
having the powers of a tenant for Jife under settlement A, or, with 
the consent of the jointress and charge owners, as tenant for life 
under settlement B; and there must be trustees for the purposes of 
the Settled Land Acts of the settlement under which he sells. In 
general, therefore, trustees of the compound settlement created by 
the series of deeds are unnecessary, though, asin Re Mundy and Roper’s 
C mtract (supra), they have been frequently appointed. They are 
required, however, where, as in Re Marquis of Ailesbury and Lord 
Iveagh (supra), there are charges subsisting under deeds prior to 
the settlement from which the vendor tenant for life derives his 
powers. 

As is well known, difficulty has arisen in applying the above 
principles by reason of the decision of FARWELL, J., in Re Corn wallis- 
West and Munro’s Contract (1903, 2 Ch. 150), a difficulty which is not 
removed by the explanation of that decision given in Re Lord 
Wimborne and Browne's (supra). The decision rests upon the notion 
that, if settlement B purports to restore X.’s life estate under settlement 
A, he takes no life estate under settlement B to which the statutory 
powers are attached. This appears to ignore the actual estate for life 
created by settlement B, and to ascribe to the conveyancing device of 
the restoration of the former estate greater efficacy than it can on prin- 
ciple have. Clause 4 proposes to meet the various questions thus 
arising by providing, first, that as long as any charge or power of 
charging subsists, or is capable of being exercised, under settlement 
A, the trustees of that settlement for the purposes of the Act shall be 
trustees of the compound settlement, consisting of that and any 
subsequent instruments. In general, as already pointed out, it is 
sufficient that they are trustees of settlement A, but this provision 
would make unnecessary any application to appoint trustees 
of the compound settlement. Then sub-clause 2 proposes to 
overrule Re Cornwallis-West and Munro’s Contract (supra), and to 
provide that, where settlement B purports to restore the life estate of 
X. under settlement A, this shall not prevent him from exercisiag his 
powers under settlement B in addition to his powers under settle- 
ment A or under the compound settlement. 

Another class of compound settlement occurs when there is an 
existing settlement of estate P, and estate Q is settled by reference to 
the trusts of that existing settlement. In R+ Coull's Settled Estates 
(1905, 1 Ch. 712) it was decided that in such a case, in order 
to deal with estate Q, trustees ought to be appointed of the 
compound settlement, consisting of the two settlements; but 
it should be sufficient that there are existing trustees of the 
settlement to which reference is made, and sub-section 3 of 
clause 4 proposes to enact accordingly. The case of different 
estates being subject to the same limitations is further 
dealt with in clause 12, and it is proposed, in accordance with Re 
Mundy’s Settled Estates (1891, 1 Ch. 399) and other cases, to enact 
that the several estates may be treated as one aggregate estate. 
Where the trustees of the several settlements are the same persons, 
they will be trustees of the aggregate estate; where they are different 
persons, the statutory notices must be given to the trustees of every 
settlement which comprises any part of the land proposed to be dealt 
with. But where the capital money arises from the sale of land in more 
than one settlement it may, by direction of the tenant for life, be 
paid wholly to the trustees of one settlement, or apportioned between 
the settlements as he thinks fit. 

The above questions as to compound settlements are the most 
important dealt with by the Settled Land Bill, but there are 
numerous clauses removing difficulties which have been experi~nced 
in the working of the Acts. Thus clause 7 extends the class of 
persons by whom the powers of a tenant for life are exerciseable to 
persons entitled in fee subject to settlement charges. Clause 11, in 
the case where there is no person who bas the powers of a tenant for 


life, confers these upon the trustees of the settlement. Clause 13 | 


confers, in manner which has been approved by Sir JAMEs STIRLING, 
the powers of a tenant for life upon the trustees for sale within 
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section 63 of the Act of 1882, And clause 21 enables trustees to 
act with greater safety in following the directions of the tenant for 
life as to the investment of capital money. The intermediate clauses 
propose in various ways to increase the powers of tenants for life, and 
to facilitate the management of lands during minority. 

The Married Women’s Property Bill consists of three clauses only. 
Clause 1 proposes to get rid of Re Harkness and Allsopp’s Contract 
(1896, 2 Ch. 358), and to enable a married woman trustee to convey 
the trust estate asa feme sole. This removes an obvious defect in the 
law due entirely to a technical construction placed upon the Act of 
1882. Clause 2 will deprive a husband of the power, which section 
19 of the Act of 1882 has incidentally left to him, of making a settle- 
ment of his wife’s property which will be binding upon her without 
her consent: see Stevens v. Trevor-Garrick (1893, 2 Ch. 307). It 
proposes that, notwithstanding section 19, a settlement made by the 
husband respecting the wife’s property shall not be valid unless 
executed by her, if she is of full age, or confirmed by her after she 
attains full age. And clause 3 removes a doubt whether a married 
woman can alone be protector of a settlement in respect of a life 
estate which is her statutory separate property. As we have already 
observed, the three Bills are all intended to remove admitted con- 
veyancing difficulties, and it is to be hoped that they may secure a 
passage through Parliament. 








Reviews. 
The Law of Salvage. 


A TREATISE ON THE LAw oF Civit SatvaGE. By the Right Hon. 
Lord Justice KENNEDY. SEconND Epition. By A. R. KENNEDY, 
B.A., Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


The law of salvage plays a very important part in the business of 
shipowners and of the Admiralty Division. A salvage award is one 
of the possibilities which may atone in some measure to the ship- 
owner for a prolonged period of low freights, while the risk of having 
to pay salvage is a matter which he can cover by insurance. In the 
Admiralty Division salvage claims not only furnish a considerable 
part of the business, but they are singular in the wide discretion 
which necessarily exists as to the amount of the award. This is 
not from any lack of considerations by which the amount should be 
determined. The number of these, as tabulated on p. 133, is con- 
siderable, but they leave the actual value of the salvage service so 
much at large that the award must always, as Lord Stowell said, be 
more or less ‘‘rusticum judicium.” The whole subject is explained 
in the present work in a manner at once lucid and interesting. The 
first chapter treats of salvage generally, and of the salvor’s remedies, 
with a discussion of the mode by which the procedure in rem arose. 
The ingredients in salvage service form the subject of the second 
chapter, and subsequent chapters deal with the salvage reward, its 
apportionment, salvage agreements, and other matters. The chapter 
on the amount of the award emphasizes the favour with which the 
courts regard steamship services, in particular the services of special 
salvage ships. Steam has metnelelly lessened the time of salvage 
operations, but has not thereby lessened the claim to reward. ‘I 
am at a loss to conceive,” said Dr. Lushington in a case quoted at 
p. 160, where the short space of time occupied was urged in support 
of a small tender, ‘‘ why a patient should complain of the shortness 
of an operation.” An interesting chapter is devoted to salvage 
agreements, a species of contract which is peculiarly liable to be set 
aside if inequitable. Upon this The Medina (2 P. D. 5), where a 
captain stranded in the Red Sea with a cargo of pilgrims was bound 
to consent to £4,000 salvage money or leave them to drown, is a 
leading authority. The amount was reduced to £1,800. A list of 
modern salvage awards for towing disabled vessels—a form of salvage 
now very frequent—is given in an appendix, 








Correspondence. 


The Workmen’s Compensation Act. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. ] 


Sir,—Can you or any reader say whether the Act is considered as 
imposing a liability on lodgers or pera eette (whether of working 
classes or others) for accidents to the landlady, and whether the ques- 
tion of liability would depend in any way on the landlady having a 
husband, or being assisted by a domestic servant, or by the lodger 
paying a fixed sum for apartments and attendance, and extra for 
food, or a fixed sum for residence and board as part of the re 

~¥.Z 


[See observations under the head of ‘‘ Current Topics,”—Ebp. 8.J.] 











‘CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. _ 


GRIMSHAW'S DIVORCE (VALIDATION) BILL. 29th May. 


IngLanp—Divorce—Decree Nist unpER tue Enouisx Divorce Acts— 
Dovst as To Va.iprry or Decraes—Domuocr. 


Where there are doubts as to the operation in Ireland, or elsewhere out of 
Ireland, of a decree under the English Divorce Acts for the dissslution of the 
marriage of a domiciled Irishman, the proper course is to apply for an of 
Parliament confirming the decree and removing all doubts. 

This was a Bill presented by William Howard Murphy Grimshaw “‘ to 
remove doubts as to the validity of a certain decree, dated the 30th of 
October, 1893, of the High Court of Justice (Probate, Divorce, and 
Admiralty Division) dissolving the solemnized on the 16th of 
November, 1880, between the petitioner and Evalina Julia Wood- 
ward, spinster, and to confirm the said decree.’’ The petitioner was 
married to Miss Woodward at the British Embassy in Paris to 
the rites of the Church of England. The petitioner had a life interest in 
large estates in Ireland, and there the parties went to reside until 1885, 
when the house and estates were let, and they came to live in London. 
In 1892 the petitioner instituted divorce pee: eae his wife. 
The suit was undefended, and*on the 30th of Octobér, 1893, the decree 
nist was made absolute. The petitioner shortly afterwards married ‘ 
and the respondent married the co-respondent. No doubt as to the 
of that decree was TR" as the jurisdiction of the English court to 
nounce it appeared to be settled iboyat v. Niboyat (1878, 4 P. D. 1), 
decided that the court had jurisdiction to granta decree af . 
In 1895, however, the Judicial Committee decided in Mesurier v. Le 
Mesurier and Others (1905, A. ©. 517) that the courts of Ceylon had no 
jurisdiction to dissolve a between British spouses resident in that 
island, and laid down the rule that the jurisdiction in divorce depended 
upon domicil. It was certainly doubtful if Mr. Murphy Grimshaw had 
lost his Irish and acquired an English domicil, and conten a doubt as 
to the validity of the decree arose. When this was brought to Mr. 
Murphy Grimshaw’s notice he at once took the necessary my to obtain 
a confirmation of the decree. In Malone’s case (1905, A. C. 314) it was 
decided that where a doubt existed as to the validity of a decree the proper 
course was to obtain an Act of Parliament the decree and 
removing doubts. Evidence was then given by the petitioner and three 
other witnesses in support of the petition, w! was not opposed. 

Lord Loresvrn, O. said he thought that a reasonable case why the Bill 
should be read a second time had been shewn by the petitioner. 

Tse Hovse (Lords Asnsovrne, Macnacuren, JAMes or Hererorp, 
Rozertson, Arkinson, and Cotiins) accepted the motion. The Bill was 
then read a second time.—CounszL, T. C. C. Tomlin. Soxscrrors, Trower, 
Still, Freeling, § Parkin. 


(Reported by Easxtve Rei, Barrister-at-Law.] 


GUARDIANS OF THE FULHAM UNION v. GUARDIANS OF THE 
WOOLWICH UNION. 22nd and 23rd April; 4th June. 


Poor Law—Sgrriement anD RemovaL—ResipentiuaL Serriement—Camp 
Unper Sixteen -ILiecitimate Cuitp or Marriep Woman—Poor Law 
AmenpMent Act, 1834 (4 & 5 Wut. 4, c. 76), 6. 71—Poor Removat 
Act, 1846 (9 & 10 Vicr. c. 66), ss. 1, 3—Poor Removat Acr, 1848 
(11 & 12 Vicr. c. 111), 8. 1—Drvipsp Parisnes anp Poor Law 
AmenpMENT Act, 1876 (39 & 40 Vicr. c. 61), ss. 34, 35. 


An illegitimate child under sixteen can, under section 34 of the Divided 
Parishes and Poor Law Amendment Act, 1876, acquire a settlement of pdr | 
residence with its mother, notwithstanding that the mother is throughout 
residence precluded from acquiring a status of irremovability by the f te? to 
section 1 of the Poor Removal Act, 1846, contained in section 1 the Poor 
Removal Act, 1848. And a setilement so acquired by an illegitimate child takes 
effect at once, and not only after the child attains the age of sixteen. That proviso 
does not apply to an illegitimate child, and, therefore, does not prevent an illegiti- 
mate child from acquiring an independent status of irremovability under the first 
part of section 1 of the Act of 1846. And the ex, ion ‘‘ person”’ in section 1 
of the Act of 1846 and in section 34 of the Act of 1876 includes a child under 
sixteen. 

Per Lord Loreburn, O.— There is no ground for tea that the effect 
of section 3 of the Act of 1846 is qualified by the Act of 1848. 

Semble, that a child whose removal from the i 
precluded by section 3 of the Poor Removal Act, 1846, but who is not otherwise 
irremovable, does fulfil the conditions of section 34 of the Act of 1876 as to 
residence under such circumstances as would render it irremovable, and that such 
residence, whether with the father or reputed father or with the mother, if either 
of the parents had acquired an irremovable settlement, therefore confers 
child a settlement. 

A from the decision of the Court of 
Divisional Court, The decision of the Court of A is 
2 K. B. 240, and that of the Divisional Court in 1905, 2 K. B. 208. The 
question had reference to the settlement of the five illegitimate children of 
a married woman named Rosa Turpin. The Court of A 
them to the parish of Fulham, in which the mother and 
had lived, but the ts contended that they should be assigned to 
that of their s husband, which was in the respondent’s on 
the ground that the mother was not a deserted woman 
her husband’s settlement, and that the children retained the settlement of 
their mother, Cur. adv. oult, 


on the 
reversing that of the 
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Lord Lorexvun, C., in moving that the appeal should be dismissed, 
e id the question here was whether illegitimate children under sixteen 
vere to be regarded as settled in Woolwich Union or in Fulham Union. 
‘1 hey were the children of Rosa Turpin, a married woman, who had left 
her husband, and had for some years been living with a man known as 
John Johnson, the father of the children. All the children were born in 
the parish of Lambeth, which was within the union of Fulham, and they 
resided there with their parents for three years without break and without 
relief from the guardians. During those three years Turpin, the husband 
of Rosa Turpin, resided in the Woolwich Union, so as to become irremov- 
able therefrom and settled therein. In 1903 the children became charge- 
able to the parish of Fulham, having resided there not quite a year. 
Fulham thereupon claimed that the children were settled in Woolwich 
Union. That was denied, and the question was really whether or not the 
settlement was in Lambeth. The Court of Appeal decided that it was in 
Lambeth. Hence this appeal. 
the appellants. First, that illegitimate children could not acquire a 


settlement under the age of sixteen, and that, therefore, these children | 


had not acquired a settlement in Lambeth. Clearly up to the time 
when the Divided Parishes and Poor Law Amendment Act, 1876, was 
paesed such children could acquire a settlement in certain circumstances. 
It was also clear that under the Poor Removal Act, 1846, if they resided in 
any union for a +ufficient time they could acquire a status of irremovability 
as distinguish-d from a settlement. In his lordship’s opinion section 34 of 


the Act of 1876 was intended to say, and did say, that all persons of whatever | 


age and whether legitimate or not who had a status of irremovability 
should be also endowed with a settlement. That was not questioned 
except as to illegitimate children. But it was argued that the effect of 
section 35 of the same Act was to qualify section 34 and to make it in- 
applicable in the case of illegitimate children under sixteen. He did not 
think so. 
consistent the one with the other. His difficulty on this part of the case 
had not been how to decide, but how to appreciate the argument. He 
was not sure it ought not to succeed. The other point made was that 
in the present case these children did not in fact acquire a settlement under 
section 34 of the Act of 1876 because they had not acquired a status of 
irremovablility. The Act of 1846 was invoked, together with the 
Amendment Act of 1848. It was argued that the mother of these 
children ‘was always removable from Lambeth parish, because, having a 
husband, she was incapable of acquiring any settlement or status of 
irremovability, and therefore the children could be removed also. In his 
lordship’s opinion the purpose of section 3 of the Act of 1846 was to 
prohibit the breaking up of homes, and its effect in this case was to bestow 
on these children a status of irremovability, and accordingly a settlement. 
Their father, or reputed father, was irremovable from Lambeth, and it 
would suffice for this section that either he or the mother was irremovable. 
There was, in his opinion, no ground for the argument that the effect of 
section 3 of the Act of 1846 was qualified by the Act of 1848. 

The Earl of Hatssury agreed. 

Lord Macnacuten read a judgment in which he said he was of opinion 
that the appeal failed. He agreed in the result at which the Court of 
Appeal had arrived, but he was unable to adopt the main ground of their 
decision. 

Lord James or Hererorp and Lord Arxryson concurred. The appeal 
was accordingly dismissed.—CounseL, Macmorran, K.C., and Sydney Davey ; 
Rawlinson, K.C., Cox Sinclair, and Lampard. Soxtcrtoxs, 7. Blanco White ; 
Callard § Vulliamy. 


[Reported by Erskine Rep, Barrister-at-Law. | 


MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR BOARD v. OWNERS OF THE 
STEAMSHIP ‘‘MARPESSA.” 4th, 5th, and 29th May. 


ApmiraLtty—Damace py CoLitiston—Drepcer—Loss or Use or—TRvusTEEs 
Maxine No Prorir—Measvre or Damages. 


A collision between a ship and a dredger was caused by the fault of the ship. 
The dredger belonged to the Mersey Docks and Harbour Board, and was so 
damaged by the collision that it had to be laid up for repairs for nine days. 

Held, that the true measure of damages, since the dredger was not worked for 
profit, was the out-of-pocket expenses which the board were compelled to incur 
notwithstanding that the dredger was laid up, the depreciation upon the dredger, 
and the loss of interest upon the capital caused by her detention. 


Appeal against a judgment of the Court of Appeal confirming the 
judgment of the President in favour of the respondents, who were the 
defendants in the court below (reported 1906, P. 95). The facts were 
stated as follows: The action was brought in rem in the Admiralty Divi- 
sion by the owners of the sand pump dredger G. B. Crow (the present 
appellants) against the owners of the s.s. Marpessa (the present re- 
spondents) in respect of a collision between that steamship and the 
dredger. The respondents admitted their liability to the extent of 90 per 
cent. of the appellants’ claim, subject to a reference to the District 
Re gistrar assisted by merchants. The only item of claim which was dis- 

uted was a claim for nine days’ demurrage at £102 a day. The District 
Deg istrar having held an inquiry, reported he allowed the appellants £35 
demurrage with costs against the 
appellants, thus reducing the appellants’ claim from £936 to 
£315. The G. B. Crow was a suction dredger, employed in 
dredging operations at the bar at the entrance of the River Mersey, 
and was built in 1895 expressly for that purpose at a cost 
of over £57,000, and, according to evidence, her life would 
have been about fifteen years, so that at the date of the collision in 1905 
she had about five or six years’ more work in her. The contention on 
behalf of the plaintiffs was that the value of the dredger to them at the time 


a day for the nine days’ 


Two points were made by counsel for | 


The two sections dealt with different subjects and were entirely | 


mn question was the amount which they considered it proper to expend on i 


her for maintenance and working expenses, in addition to sums to cover 
insurance, depreciation, and ‘‘owner profits,” and upon this basis the 
actual claim presented at the reference amounted to £102 per day. The 
defendants contended that the principle upon which the plaintiffs’ claim 
was put forward was wrong, and that the claim ought to have been based 
upon the principle indicated in the House of Lords in the case of The 
| Greta Holme (1899, A. C. 596), where it was held that the owners of the 

dredger were only liable to be paid damages for actual out-of-pocket loss, as 
| the principle contended for by the appellants upon which the loss of the 
| dredger should be assessed was purely conjectural and speculative, and 
| was not established by any evidence called before the registrar. Cur. 
adv, vult. 

Lord Lorezurn, C., in moving that the appeal should be dismissed, said 
the question was whether the damages awarded to the appellants were 
rightly measured in view of the fact that they were precluded from 
making a profit out of their vessel. She earned nothing in money, and 
| cost a good deal, but she did indispensable service in clearing away sand. 
Until The Greta Holme case (supra) was decided, the view appeared to have 
| prevailed that no damage beyond the actual loss in repairs, loss of wages, 
and so forth could be recovered where an injured vessel made no money 
for its owners and merely rendered services in dredging. That case 
corrected the error, for the damages depended upon the facts and upon 
the actual loss sustained to the owner, which would vary in different 
cases. Here the loss sustained was the value of the work which 
would have been done by the dredger during those nine days had she not 
been disabled. The plaintiffs put in a mixed claim made up mainly on 
the basis of what the dredger’s service cost them, but they added an item 
for owners’ profits which was appropriate enough if they had paid it to the 
owners of a vessel which they hired, but had no place in a claim based 
on the cost to themselves of the services rendered by the dredger. He 
thought there bad been some confusion in the registrar’s award in these 
respects, but he was not prepared to disturb the findings of three tribunals 
on such a point when the difference between what was found and what in 
rigorous logic ought to have been found was trifling. 

Lords AsHBouRNE, MacnaGHTEeN, and Ronertson concurred.—CounsgL, 
Sir Robert Finlay, K.C., Butler Aspinall, K.C., and Leslie Scott; Pickford, 
K.C., and Greer. Soxicrrors, Rawle, Johnstone, Gregory, Rowcliffe, § Row- 
cliffe, for W. C. Thorne, Liverpool; Thomas Cooper § Co., for Hill, Dickin- 
son, Dickinson, Hill, § Roberts, Liverpool. 

[Reported by Essxinz Resp, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Court of Appeal. 


LLOYD AND WIFE ». GREAT WESTERN AND METROPOLITAN 
DAIRIES (LIM.) AND ANOTHER, No. 1. 29th May. 


Practice—Acrion ror Recovery or Lanp—Jornper or OTHER Causes 
or Action Wirnovrt Leave—Watver—R. 8S. C. XVIII. 2; LXX. 
1, 2. 

The joinder, in an action for the recovery of land, of other causes of action with- 
out leave having been obtained under ord. 18, r. 2, is an irregularity which may 
be wawwed under ord. 70, rr. 1, 2. It is not necessary to the validity of the writ 
that leave should be obtained before the writ is issued. 

Pilcher v. Hinds (27 W. &. 789, 11 Ch. D. 905) explained. 

Appeal from an order of Walton, J., at chambers. The plaintiff, John 
Lloyd, brought an action against the defendants, the writ of summons 
being indorsed with a claim to recover possession of a house and for 
damages for wrongfully entering the same and depriving the plaintiff of 
the profits of the business of a dairyman carried on therein, and for mesne 
profits, and for an account of the profits of the business, and for an 
injunction to restrain the defendants, their servants, agents, or assigns, 
from remaining in or continuing to work or carry on the business at the 
premises, and for the appointment of a receiver and manager of the 
business. No leave was obtained under ord. 18, r. 2, to join the causes of 
action with the claim for recovery of the premises. The action arose out 
of an agreement for the sale of the lease of the premises and of the 
business carried on there. Various steps having been taken in the action, 
the plaintiff applied for and obtained leave to add the female plaintiff as 
a plaintiff in the action, and the writ as amended was re-served on the 
defendauts. A statement of claim was delivered, and the defendants 
obtained an extension of time to delivera defence. Before a defence was 
delivered the defendants took out a summons to set aside the writ and 
statement of claim for irregularity upon the ground that leave had not 
been obtained to join with the claim to recover possession of the premises 
the other causes of action. Walton, J., made the order asked for. The 
plaintiffs appealed. 

Tue Court (VaucHan Wiutu1ams, Fietcuer Moviron, and Buck.ey, 
L.JJ.) allowed the appeal. 

Vaucuan Wittiams, L.J., said that certain passages from the opinions 
of the law lords in Smurthwaite v. Hannay (438 W. R. 113; 1894, A. O. 494) 
were relied upon on behalf of the defendants as shewing that this defect 
was of such a nature that it could not be waived. But that was a case in 
which the joinder of the several plaintiffs reudered the action altogether 
unauthorized and ill-constituted under the Judicature Acts and Rules. 
That could not be said here because ord. 138, r. 2, allowed these causes of 
action to be joined ‘‘ by leave of the court ora judge.’’ Therefore the 
constitution of the action was recognized by the Acts and rules. 
argued that there was no jurisdiction to give leave after the issue of the 
writ. In his opinion there was no authority for that proposition. The 
cases shewed that leave had been given after the writ was issued. In his 








opinion the irregularity was capable of being waived, and it had been 
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waived in this case, and apart from that, the learned judge could have 
given leave when the summons to strike out the writ came before him. 

Fiercner Movutron, L.J., concurred. Ord. 18, r, 2, was intended 
for the protection of a defendant, and might be waived by him. The 
defendants alleged that they did not intend to take advantage of the 
objection if the original plaintiff had remained the sole plaintiff. As, how- 
ever, the defendants had not taken the objection within a reasonable time 
the writ must be taken to have been properly issued, and to that writ the 
court could add a plaintiff, and, if the court did so, that gave no new rights 
to the defendants. 

Bucxuey, L.J., agreed. In Pilcher v. Hinds (27 W. R. 789, 11 Ch. D. 
905) the application was for indulgence, and that case did not decide that 
leave must be obtained before the writ was issued. That was made clear 
by Musgrave v. Stevens (W. N., 1881, p. 163). In his opinion leave could 
be obtained after the issue of the writ, though no doubt the proper practice 
was to obtain leave before. In the present case leave had in effect been 
given by the judge when he granted the application to add the female 
plaintiff as a plaintiff in the action, inasmuch as the judge thereby 
approved of the writ as it then stood. Further, there was waiver by the 
defendants of the irregularity under order 70, and the irregularity was 
one capable of being waived. Smurthwaite v. Hannay was not in point be- 
cause there it was held that the several plaintiffs could not be joined in one 
action. Here ord. 18, r. 2, allow the causes of action to be 
joined upon condition of leave being obtained.—Counsgx, Clarke Ha/l and 
Barrington-Ward ; Arthur Powell, K.0.,and Arthur Sims. Soxtcrroxs, F 
Freke Palmer ; T. Lamartine Yates. 


[Reported by W. F. Banry, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re SAMUEL LEWIS (DECEASED). DAVIES v. HARRISON. 
Warrington, J. 29th May. 


Witt — Construction — Power to Postrone Conversion or Estate — 
Prorerty Nor Actvatty Propucine Income—Tenant ror Lire AND 
REMAINDERMAN. 

A testator devised and bequeathed his residuary real and personal estate to 
trustees upon trust for sale and conversion, and upon trust to pay the income of 
the residuary estate to his widow for fe, wsth remainder over. The will 
contained a power in the usual form authorizing the trusiees to postpone conversion 
of his estate, and provided that ‘‘ no reversion or other property not actually 
producing income which shall form part of my estate shall, under the doctrine of 
constructsve conversion or otherwise, be treated as producing income or as entitling 
any party to the receipt of income.”’ Part of the testator’s estate consisted of a 
sum of money secured by an indenture of mortgage which contained a covenant by 
the mortgagor to pay the principal with interest from the date of the loan, on 
the happening of an event which occurred several years after the death of the 
testator. 

Held, that the tenant for life was entitled to an apportioned part of the interest. 

Originating summons. Samuel Lewis by his will, dated the 12th of 
September, 1900, after certain specific and pecuniary bequests, devised 


interest for the said aggregate sum or for the unpaid part thereof for 
the time being at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum by equal half-yearly 
payments, the first of such payments to become due and be made at the 
expiration of six calendar months from the death of the said W. G. 
Craven or A. W. Craven, whichever event shall first happen.” W. G. 
Craven died on the 2nd of January, 1906, and the testator's widow.died on 
the 13th of October, 1906. The question arose whether the interest on the 
sum of £18,042 should be treated as capital or income, and whether so 
much of that interest as accrued between the 13th of January, 1901 (the 
day of the death of the testator), and the 2nd of January, 1906, should be 
treated as forming part of the estate of the testator’s widow. For the 
tenant for life, the widow, it was argued that the sum of money was 
“ producing" income although the interest was not actually payable until 
a certain date. Interest on money lent was apportionable by the common 
law. The case of Re Hubbuck, Hart v. Stone (1896, 1 Oh. 754) was relied on. 
For the remaindermen it was contended that where a trust for conversion 
is postponed the tenant for life only gets interest of income-producing 
property : Mackie v, Mackie (5 Hare 70); Rowlls v. Bebb (1900, 2 Oh. 107). 
Wanagincton, J., in giving judgment, said: The question I have to 
decide in this case is whether the tenant for life under the will of the 
testator Samuel Lewis is entitled to interest between the date of the 
testator’s death and the 2nd of January, 1906, on a certain sum of money 
payable on the 2nd of January, 1906, with interest to that date from an 
anterior date. [His lordship then stated the facts, and continued :] Now, 
did this property produce income during that period? That is the 
question 1 have to determine. The interest, using the language of the 
deed, during that period has been produced because the aanee 
has now paid, or is going to pay, off the mortgage money with 
interest. It has been produced, but has it been produced 
during the lifetime of the tenant for life so as to entitle her to 
take? [His lordship then read the words of the clause in the will, 
and continued :] nothing is said about the lifetime of the tenant for life 
and this property has produced income. The only question is whether the 
tenant for life is entitled to the interest, although it has not been actually 
produced in her lifetime. The case is not wholly without authority—Re 
Hubbuck, Hart vy. S'one, isto some extent in point. In that case the will 
of the testator contained a clause very similar to the clause in the present 
case. There was a debt due to the testator at the time of his death 
which could not be got in, and the trustees took from the debtor, as 
security for the debt, a mortgage on certain property. The debtor died in 
the lifetime of the tenant for life, and the trustees, who had received 
neither principal nor interest in respect of the debt, realized the security, 
with the result that they received a sum which was less than 
the amount due by all the interest and some of the capital. It was held 
by the Court of Appeal, reversing the decision of Stirling, J., that the 
sum realized represented arrears of interest as well as capital, and must 
be apportioned between the tenant for life and the remainderman in the 
proportion that the interest due from the date of the mortgage bore to the 
capital thereby secured. The difference here is that in the case of Re 
Hubbuck interest was actually payable during the life of the tenant for 
life. It was not actually paid owing to the default of the mortgagor. In 
the present case the reason why interest was not paid until the 2nd of 
January, 1906, was because the mortgagor was not bound to pay until 
that day owing to the express covenant in the mortgage deed. Does that 





and bequeathed his residuary real and personal estate not otherwise 
disposed of unto his trustees on trust for sale, conversion, and investment, 
and directed his trustees to pay the income of the said residuary estate to 
his widow during her life, and after her death the trustees were to hold the 
trust estate upon various other trusts. ‘the will contained a power in the 
usual form authorizing the trustees to postpone the sale, conversion, and 
collection of the whole or any part of his real and personal estate, and then 
continued: ‘‘ And I declare that the income produced from every or any 

of my residuary real or personal estate previously to the conversion 
or collection thereof pursuant to the trusts hereinbefore declared shall be 
applied in the same manner in all respects as if the same were income 
proceeding from such investments as are hereinbefore directed or 
authorized, and that the whole of the income produced from my residuary 
real and personal estate in its actual condition or state of investment for 
the time being, whether proceeding from property of an authorized or 
of an unauthorized description and whether of a permanent or a wasting 
character, shall as well during the first year from my decease as at 
all times afterwards be applicable as income under the trusts of 
this my will, no part thereof being in any event liable to be retained as 
corpus or capital, but no reversion or other property not actually produc- 
ing income which shall form part of my estate shall, under the doctrine 
of constructive conversion or otherwise, be treated as producing income or 
as entitling any party to the receipt of income.’’ The testator died on 
the 13th of January, 1901, and his estate included a large sum of money 
secured by an indenture of mortgage dated the Ist of June, 1888, and 


pert, and the testator of the third part. The mortgage, after reciting that 


G. Craven was on the 10th of August, 1887, indebted to the testator | action. 
verbally promised on the 19th of June, 1894, to marry the plaintiff upon 


in the sum of £18,042, contained the following covenant: ‘‘ The said 


make any difference? Now, it is a well known principle of common law 
confirmed by the Apportionment Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Vict. c. 35), that 
interest on money lent accrues from day to day. Applying that here, 
although the interest was not payable and could not be sued for until the 
2nd of January, 1906, I think it was interest accruing from day to day. 
I am of opinion therefore that the interest so produced is payable to the 
tenant for life —CounseL, H. Terrell, K.C., and #. 8. Ford; Rowden, K.C., 
and G. F. Hart; Cave, K.C., and Howard Wright. Sotticrrons, A. £. 
Sydney ; Harrison § Davies ; Freshfields. 

[Reported by Lzonarp T. Forp, Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—King’s Bench 
Division. 
WILSON v. CARNLEY. Channell, J. 3rd June. 


Conrract—Promise or Marriage spy Man in Larerime or Wire To 
Woman wo Knows Pxsomison 1s Manniep—Wuerner Promise Con- 
TRaky To Pusiic Poxicy. 


A promise by a married man to marry a woman on the death of his wife, the 


woman knowing that the promisor was married, is not void as being contrary to 
made between W. G. Craven of the first part, G. Bonnor of the second public policy. 


Argument on point of law raised by paragraph 3 of the defence in the 
It was alleged in the statement of claim that the defendant 


W. G. Craven doth hereby covenant with the said S. Lewis that he the | the death of the defendant’s wife, who was then living, and that the 
said W. G. Craven, his executors, administrators, or assigns, will on the | promise was verbally ratified and renewed by the defendant at Easter, 


death of him the said W. G. Craven or his son the said A. W. Oraven, 
whichever event shall first happen, pay to the said 8S. Lewis, his executors, 


1897, and also in 1901, and that in January, 1906, the defendant’s wife 
died. 


The defendant denied the alleged promise and the alleged ratifica- 


administrators, or assigns, the sum of £18,042, together with simple | tion and renewal, and also pleaded, in paragraph 3 of the defence, that 


interest thereon at the rate of 5 per cent. per annnm reckoned from the 
10th day of August, 1887, up to the time of such death, and if the 
ag, te amount of such sum and interest or any part thereof shall 
not mn be paid, then and in such case and so long 
same aggregate sum or any part thereof shall remain unpaid, will 
pay to the said 8S, Lewis, his executors, ad 








‘* the alleged promise and renewal 
policy and good manners and are illegal and void,’’ and alternatively that 
he had been released and pron owe | the plaintiff from the said pi 

as the | and that the plaintiff had conduc 

with the maintenance of an ip ony 2 by pub 

, or assigns, | defendant, and he counterclaimed for damages for libel. The q' 
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argued in the case was whether a promise by a married man to marry a 
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woman on the death of his wife, the woman knowing that the promisor was 
married, was void as being contrary to public policy. 

Cuannett, J., said there was no authority on the point. There was, 
indeed, the dictum of Pollock, C.B., in Millward vy. Littlewood (1850, 5 
Exch. 775) to the effect that such a promise was contrary to public policy, 
but on the other hand it appeared that Parke, B., did not agree with him, 
and there was certain not very intelligible authority which seemed to 

int that way. It was probable that the reason this question had not 

m decided before was that such a promise was generally accompanied 
by immorality, in which case the promise would not be binding. The 
ground on which it was suggested that such a promise as that in this case 
was contrary to public policy was that it was inconsistent with that 
affection which ought to exist between man and wife. He did not think 
that that was necessarily so ; for, to take two instances, the wife might be 
in a lunatic asylum, or the wife herself might, before her death, ask her 
husband to marry another woman. It could not be said that such a 
— as this was necessarily void as being contrary to public policy. 

e action, therefore, must go for trial.—CounseL, H. A. MeCardie; Hugo 
Young, K.C.; 7. H. Walker ; C. E. Dyer. Sortcrrons, Collyer-Bristow, Hill, 


Ourtis, Booth, § Co, for T. N. Loy, Alford; Richard Brooks. 
[Reported by C. G. Moray, Barrister-at-Law. | 


CASWELL AND ANOTHER v. CHESHIRE LINES COMMITTEE. 
Div, Court. 31st May; 3rd June. 


Oommon Carrigrs—Liasitity or—OrpInary PersonaL LueGacre CARRIED 
with PassenceR Frer or Coancea—Loss or—Carnriers Act, 1830 (1 
Wut, 4, c. 68), ss. 1, 2, 6. 

Section 1 of the Carriers Act, 1830, applies to the ordinary personal luggage 
aecompanying a passenger on a railway which, within certain limits of weight, is 
carried free of charge, 

a by the defendants from a decision of a county court judge, 
adjudging to the plaintiffs the sum of £49 9s. 2d. for the loss of a box, 

of their luggage which they took with them on a journey over the 
defendants’ railway and which was lost on the journey. The box con- 

tained various articles enumerated in section 1 of the Carriers Act, 1830, 

such as silver toilet articles and trinkets, and the defendants gave notice 

of defence under that Act. The county court judge found as a fact that 
the articles in the box were the ordinary personal luggage of the plaintiffs, 
and he held that section 1 of the Carriers Act, 1830, did not apply to the 
ordinary personal luggage of passengers which railway companies within 
certain specified weights are bound to carry free. The following regu- 
lation was in the defendants’ time tables, to which the tickets taken by 
the plaintiffs were stated to be subject: ‘‘ Weight allowed free.—First 
class ordinary and tourist passengers are allowed 150lbs. and third class 
ordinary and tourist passengers 100lbs. of personal luggage only (not 
being merchandize, or other articles carried for hire or profit) free of 
charge.’’ On the appeal it was agreed between the parties that the value 
of the articles in the lost box not within section 1 of the Carriers Act, 

1830, was £20. The argument for the respondent was that the Carriers 

Act, 1830, did not apply to ordinary personal luggage accompanying the 

passenger which within certain limits of weight may be carried free of 

charge, as it was plain from the language of the Carriers Act, 1830, that 
it only applied to articles on which there was already a charge for carriage. 

The Railways Construction Facilities Act, 1864, and various special Acts 

passed since that date must be taken to have impliedly repealed that Act 

as regards the baggage which by those enactments might be carried with 
the passenger free of charge. In any case the contract with the passenger 
to carry him for a price and his luggage free of charge was a special 

contract which would exclude the application of the Carriers Act, 1830: 

see section 6 of that Act. It was absurd to say that a passenger must 

declare the value of such articles as silver monograms on his toilet set and 
silk on his dress-coat, when the value of the articles was over £10, in order 

4 avoid the protection given to the railway company by the Carriers Act, 
30. 
Dax.ina, J., said that luggage which accompanied a passenger, as well 

as that which did not, was subject to the provisions of the Carriers Act, 

1830. That was clear on authority. But it was contended that the 
Carriers Act, 1830, did not apply to luggage which under various special 

Acts was carried free of charge. But it was clear that in Macrow v. 

The Great Western Railway Co. (19 W. R. 873; L. R. 6 Q. B. 612) it was 

thought that the Carriers Act, 1830, did apply to such luggage. That 

opinion, though oditer, was one expressed by very eminent judges, and he 

was of opinion that there was no implied repeal of the Carriers Act, 1830, 

as regards such luggage. Further, he thought that the contract with 

regard to this luggage was a special contract, but it was a special contract 
for the carriage of the luggage only, not a special contract in respect of 
the extra risk involved—one in the nature of insurance such as that in 
section 6 of the Carriers Act, 1830. The contract here, therefore, was not 

a special contract within that section. He thought, therefore, that the 

— must be allowed. 

. T. Lawnznog, J., delivered judgment to the same effect.—CovnszL, 
Russell, K.0.; J. A. Simon ; C, Atkinson. Soricrrors, 0. Dunderdale, London 
and Manchester ; Cunliffes § Davenport, for Lingards ¢ Hamp, Manchester. 


[Reported by C, G. Moray, Barrister-at-Law.] 


ALLINSON », CUMBERLAND COUNTY COUNCIL, 
30th and 31st May. 


Div, Court, 


Hicuwar—Rezram or Country Bripncze On—Ricut ro Take Srones rrom 


A river flowing between fields that are enclosed, belonging to the same owner, is 
“‘ enclosed land or ground” within the meaning of sections 51 and 53 of the 
Highway Act, 1835. 

Appeal from the decision of a county court judge, given in favour of 
the plaintiff, in an action for damages for trespass. The trespass com- 
plained of was taking materials from the bed of a river and carting them 
along an occupation road. Thence they were taken on to a highway to 
repair a county bridge. The river, from the bed of which the materials were 
re mf flowed between fields belonging to the same owner—the plaintiff— 
which were enclosed. The defendants claimed a right to take the stones 
under section 51 of the Highway Act, 1835, on the ground that a river was 
not ‘‘ enclosed land or ground”’ within the meaning of sections 51 and 53 
of the Highway Act, and the terms of section 55 of the Act were referred 
to as supporting that contention. The county court judge found that the 
bed of the river was agricultural land, and held that the river was 
‘‘ enclosed land or ground” within the meaning of the above-mentioned 
sections. 

Tue Covrr (Darina and A. T. Lawrence, JJ.), on appeal, held that 
the surveyor (and those who now exercise his powers) could not take 
stones from a river in enclosed land without first obtaining the consent 
of the owner of the bed of the river or a licence from the two justices 
sitting at petty sessions pursuant to sections 51 and 53 of the Highway 
Act. A river with enclosed land on both sides of it was ‘‘ enclosed land 
or ground ” within the meaning of those sections. In any case, as the 
county court judge had found that the bed of this river was agricultural 
land, the bed, having regard to the terms of 4 & 5 Vict. c. 51, must be 
considered as enclosed land. The appeal, therefore, must be dismissed. 
—Counset, J. Trustram; 8. Mayer. Soxtcrrors, A. Toovey, for Allen 
Hodgson, Carlisle ; Tatham § Procter, for Broatch § Son, Keswick. 

[Reported by C. G. Moray, Barrister-at-Law. } 


LEVENE v. MATON. Joyce, J. (sitting as a judge of the K. B. Div.) 
26th April; 3rd and 17th May. 


ATTACHMENT OF Dests—GanrnisHeE Issuzr—Practice—Part1es—PRopPER?Y 
—Procerps or CxEque Onrarnep BY Fravp—Ricut to FoLLow THE 
PROCEEDS. 

The right of a judgment creditor obtaining a garnishee order against the fund 
attached is similar to that of an assignee taking subject to all equities against the 
assignor ; it is therefore not necessary that the judgment debtor should be a party 
to an issue stated to determine whethay the judgment creditor or the person seeking 
to enforce such an equity has the better right to the fund in dispute. 

Where a cheque was obtained by means of false pretences by the payee, . 

Held, that the transaction could be avoided by the drawer of the cheque, and 
thereupon the property in the proceeds of the cheque being represented by a balance 
at a bank in the name of the payee re-vested in the drawer. 

The facts appear from the judgment. 

Joycr, J.—This is the trial of an interpleader issue to determine who is 
entitled toa sum of £70, which is in a bank to the credit of Kyte, the 
execution debtor. The plaintiff is a well-known money-lender, and his 
case is that the execution debtor, by false pretences amounting to a mis- 
demeanour, induced the plaintiff to discount by a cheque for £70 the 
execution debtor’s promissory note for £100. It is not alleged that the 
property in the cheque and the money did not pass to Kyte, but that the 
contract is void, and that the plaintiff can rescind, trace, and recover 
the very money which represents the proceeds of the cheque. Although 
the point is arguable, I have felt no difficulty in deciding that the money 
can be traced and identified, having regard to Miller v. Race (1 Smith’s 
Leading Cases 463), and the notes to that case. The execution debtor is 
not a party, although he is certainly interested, as, if the £70 is the 
property of the plaintiff, the debt of the execution creditor will not 
be reduced or in part discharged by that amount. I have felt 
some hesitation as to this, but following Cole v. Eley [1894, 2 
Q. B. 350), I must treat this case as if the execution creditor had 
obtained an assignment of this £70 subject to all rights against 
Kyte in respect of that sum, I must find that the case of fraud has been 
sufficiently proved for.the determination of this issue, although I doubt 
the credibility of the plaintiff’s testimony. The alleged misrepresentation 
was verbal and depends on the sole evidence of the plaintiff. He carries 
on an extensive trade and sees many clients, and yet he professed to repeat a 
conversation which took place between him and Kyte at an interview on 
the 19th of May, 1906; his evidence suggests that there was a 
memorandum or note of what passed, but that note is not forthcoming. 
The debtor was not called by the execution creditor because he was 
prosecuted to conviction by the judgment creditor and sentenced to im- 
prisonment. The debtor would not have been bound to expose himself to 
a criminal charge. As I must decide on the evidence which is before me, 
with some hesitation I must find primd facie that the £70 is so situated as 
to be belong to the plaintiff. The action was necessary to establish title. 
Each party will bear their own costs of the trial before me.—Covunsz1, 
Younger, K.C., and J. B. Matthews; Morton W. Smith. Soxscrrors, B, 
Barnett ; Bramall § White, for H. S. Smith, Devizes. 

(Reported by A. 8. Orré, Barrister-at-Law. } 





Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 
LETT ». LETT, 28th May. 





Bzp or River—River Frowine Brrween Enciosep Lanps—WHETHER 
4 River 1s ‘‘ Enctosep Lann’’—Hicnway Act, 1835 (5 & 6 Wu. 4, 


0. 50), a8. 51 ro 55—4 & & Vict. c. 51, 


Drvonce—MartrmoniaL Causes Act, 1857 (20 & 21 Vict. oc. 85), 8. 27 
' §ummary Jurispicrion (Marrrep Women) Act, 1895 (58 & 59 Vicr. o, 
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When a wife does not obtain the separation order from the justices until after 
ths statutory period of desertion for two years and upwards is completed, such 
order is no bar to her pleading such desertion in a subsequent suit for divorce. 

So held by Bucknill, J., distinguishing Smith v. Smith (1905, P. 249), 
Dodd v. Dodd (1906, P. 189), Failes v. Failes (1906, P. 326), Taylor ¢. 
Taylor (51 Soxiorrors’ Jourwat, 515), and other cases. 


A suit for divorce on the ground of a husband’s adultery and desertion. 
The parties were married in 1902. The respondent deserted the petitioner 
on the 16th of January, 1903. On the 26th of January, 1905, the petitioner 
applied to the Marylebone magistrate for a separation order, which was 
granted, on the ground of the respondent’s desertion. At the time of the 
application the petitioner was unaware of her husband’s adultery. It 
was submitted that she could rely upon the plea of desertion in so much 
as the statutory period of two years, as required by section 27 of the 
Matrimonial Causes Act, 1857 (20 & 21 Vict. c. 85), as had ela before 
she applied for the order, and that the recent and conflicting decisions on 
the effect of these orders were not in point. 

Bucknitu, J., said that the Summary Jurisdiction (Married Women) 
Act, 1895, was not intended to affect the jurisdiction of the Divorce Court. 
Each case must be judged upon its own merits. In the present case he 
would grant a decree msi, for although the petitioner knew of her 
husband’s desertion, she was ignorant of his adultery.—Counsg., H. @. 
Dickens. Soxicrror, Veasey, 

[Reported by Diaesy Corzs-Pazrpy, Barrister-at-Law. } 








Societies. 


Law Association. 


The ninetieth annual general court of the Law Association for the 
benefit of widows and families of solicitors in the metropolis and vicinity 
was held at the Law Society’s Hall on the 30th of May, Mr. C. Burt, one 
of the vice-presidents, being in the chair. Aneng those present were Mr. 
8. J. Daw (treasurer), Mr. T. H. Gardiner, Mr. E. T. i. Brandon, Mr. 
R. H. Peacock, Mr. A. Toovey, Mr. J. Vallance, and Mr. M. Waters 
(directors), and several members, including Messrs. E. 8. Courroux, G. M. 
Davey, P. W. B, Tippetts, and E. E. Barron (the —- 

The directors’ report and balance-sheet for the year ending the 20th of 
May were submitted. After setting out the investments, the report states 
the receipts of the association for the past year were as follows: Dividends 
on investments, £1,325 15s, 4d.; annual subscriptions, £308 14s. ; 
donations, £31 10s. ; life subscriptions, £63; total, £1,728 19s. 4d. The 
expenses of the year amounted to £251 13s. 7d., leaving a balance of 
£1,477 5s. 9d., which, with £308 4s. 2d. balance from 1906, made an avail- 
able income for the year of £1,785 9s. 1ld. Out of this the directors have 
distributed £701 0s. 8d. amonget twelve members’ cases and £673 3s. 9d. 
amongst thirty-five non-members’ cases, making the total relief granted 
£1,374 4s. 5d. There remains a cash in hand of £411 — 6d. 
towards the expenditure of the current year. Since the formation of the 
association in 1817 the amount of relief granted to members and their 
families is £78,250 6s. 8d., and to other London solicitors (non-members) 
and their families £16,952 10s. 3d., making a grand total of £95,202 16s. 11d. 
With deep regret the directors have to report the deaths of the following 
members of the association : Mr. Thomas yma, bnew =: M.P. (for many 
years a trustee and director), Mr. — Adye (for several years a 
director), Mr. Samuel Chester, Mr. Alexander James Murray, Mr. Thomas 
Boone Nelson, Mr. J. R. Ratcliff, and Mr. Alfred Wright Surtees. Nine- 
teen new members have joined the association during the past year, of 
whom six are life members, making a total of 433 members, of whom 135 
are life members. 

Mr. Marx Wares, as chairman of the board during the past financial 
year, moved the adoption of the report, after calling attention to the 
continued increase in the membership, both life members and annual 
subscribers, and the consequent increase in the association’s funds, and 
also dwelt upon the increased claims on the association and assistance 
rendered during the past year. 

The motion having been seconded by Mr. Pgacocx, who dwelt on the 
careful consideration that was given by the directors to every claim that 
came before them, the report and balance-sheet eg ap ee adopted. 

The Lord Chief Justice was re-elected president, Mr. Mark Waters was 
appointed a trustee in the place of the late Mr. T. Dolling Bolton, and 
the vice-presidents, board of directors, and other officers were re-appointed. 





Society of City and Borough Clerks of the 
- Peace. 


The fifteenth annual meeting of the above society was held at the 
Guildhall, Nottingham, on the 28th of May, Sir Samus: G. Jonnson, 
Clerk of the Peace for Nottingham, the president, in the chair. Members 
from —_ distant places as Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Maidstone, and Bristol 
attended. 

Various subjects, including the Criminal Appeal Bill, 1907, extension of 
jurisdiction of quarter sessions, and points of practice, were discussed. 

The officers elected for the ens year are: President, A. Copson 
Peake (Leeds); vice-president, G. velyan Lee (Derby); treasurer, 
A. Copson Peake (Leeds); hon. secretary, Francis Ogden (Manchester) ; 
cere J. Binne eye eam) Sram w. . 

uignan (Walsall), F'. B. Harris (Nottingham), J. cy, hae nomen 
Dr. Herbert Woodhouse (Hull), and J, Gibson Youll (Newcastle-upon- 


Tyne). 





The United Law Clerks’ Society. 


The seventy-fifth anniversary festival dinner of the United Law Clerks’ 
Society was held, on the 3let ult., at the Hotel Cecil. Mr. Justice 
Waxrrinoron presided, and the company included Mr. Cave, K.G,, M.P., 
Mr. Rawlinson, K.C., M.P., Mr. J. on Bankes, K.C., and Mr. A. J. 


Walter, K.C. 

The Cuareman, in ‘* Prosperity to the United Law Olerks’ 
Society,” said the society performed a double function. It was first and 
foremost a benefit society, and by means of ical contributions from 
its members it had formed, and was f , & fund from which by 
contract those members were entitled to certain ts in sickness or old 

, and it 


age, as the case might be. In addition it was a benevolent 
means 


of the subscriptions which it o outsiders the society was able 
not only to out its contracts with subscribing members, but to give 
to members and non-members assistance in cases of . In the 
past twenty-five years the membership had increased by more than 50 per 
cent., and the members’ subscriptions to the General Benefit Fund had 
more than doubled, though the donations shewed a slight decrease. But 
the claims upon the fund had increased very considerably, and for that 
reason he appealed to them to give it all the su in their power. 

Mr. Henry Spray, hon. treasurer, submitted the annual report, which 
stated that the money disbursed during the last 25 years for benefits was 
nearly £100,000, against £70,938 during the first 50 years. He said 
that, although the work of the society had greatly increased, the manage- 
ment expenses, including minor benefits, amounted 25 years ago to 13 per 
cent, of the total income, and this year they only amounted to 9 per cent, 
of 4 total ves ds tiiaasinn dell 

Other toasts followed, that of “‘ The Legal Profession ’’ being proposed 
vy Mr. J. Exvon Banxes, K.C., and responded to by Mr. Salat, 

.O., M.P., and Mr. Bourcnurer Hawxstey, 


was in that function that it cogent nae to them that night. 








Law Students’ Journal. 


Council of Legal Education. 


The following is the result of the general examination of students of the 
Inns of Court, held in Lincoln’s-inn Hall on the 14th, 15th, 16th, and 
17th of May. L.I. means Lincoln’s-inn; I.T., Inner Temple; M.T., 
Middle Temple ; and G.I., Gray’s-inn :— 

Roman Law. 

The following students in Roman Law: 

Class I.—Edmund Pelly Chapman, L.I.; Henry Watt Dollar and 
Frederick Harper Hamaett, M.T.; Harnam Singh, G.I. ; Thomas Joseph 
Stokoe, M.T.; M Lawrence Tew, L.I. 

Class II.—Pramatha Nath Chatterjee and John Discombe, G.I. ; 
Patrick Duncan, I.T.; Henry Percy Glover, L.I.; Victor William John 
Hobbs, Archibald Kenneth Ingram, and Edwin Gray Moneylaws Phillips, 
I.T.; Frank Louis Ratto, M.T.; Edgar Taunton, I.T.; John 
Wilkes, L.I.; Walter Lightowler Wilkinson, M.T. 

Class III.—Moreshwar Vasudeo Abbyankar, L.I.; Ali-Uddin Ahmad, 
Razi Uddin Ahmad, William Valentiae , and Edward John 
Arnett, M.T.; Geoffrey inall, I.T.; Herbert Austin and Arnold 
Harding Ball, G.I.; George Henry Belas, I.T. ; Jal Khurshedji Ruttonji 


Bomanji, G.I.; Jamshedji Merwanji Boyce, L.I.; J Samuel , 
I.T.; Mulraj Buxi, M.T.; John Carey, G.I. ; ji Narayan 

M.T.; Manmatha Pal Choudhuri, L.I.; Herbert Clark, MT: 

Charles Arthur Close and Thomas Cochrane, I.T. ; 
Ernest Bovell Connell, M.T.; Thomas ward Ourtis, G.I.; Gerard 
William Daman, I.T.; Ganesh Datta, L.I[. ; Christopher Wilford Dawson 
M.T.; John Paul de Castro, L.I.; Frederick J de Verteuil and 


Horatio Aung Din, G.I. ; Edward James Ereaut and John Herbert Evans- 
Jackson, M.T.; James Olerk Maxwell Garnett, I.T.; Paul Antoine Frederick 
Pierre Geneve, M.T.; Frank William George, G.I.; Lindsay Harold 
Haynes, L.I. ; Reginald Powell Croom Johnson, I.T.; Saiyid Bashiraddin 
Ahmad Khan, M.T.; Hari Krishan Lal, G.I.; Kumara Go Menon, 
M.T.; Harold Gustave Meyer, I.T.; George Henry Mills and Dick 
Montsioa, L.I.; Susil-Chandra a and Bu Mya, M.T.; 
Sohrab Manekji Nanavatty, G I.; ur ‘liam Neville and Cyril 
Arthur Oliver, M.I’.; Frederic Clyde Patton, I.T.; Frank Herbert Ernest 
Reed and John Seymour Blake Reed, G.I.; Geoffrey Arnold Ripley, ay 
William Martin St. Leonard Saunders, M.T.; Mohamad Masudul Hasan 
Siddiqi, L.I. ; Henry Conrod Nobert Arnarth Sinha and Ernest Warren 
Summers, I.T.; Luther James Swallow and Gilbert John Taylor, L.I. ; 
George pM: I.T.; Roger Escombe Willcocks, M.T. ; ‘Alfred 
Wragge, L.T. 

Of 105 examined 75 passed. Two candidates were ordered not to be 
admitted for examination again until the Hilary examination, 1908. 

ConstrrvtionaL Law anv Leoat History. 

The following students passed in Constitutional Law (English and 
Colonial) and Legal : 

Class I.—Lennox Arthur Patrick O’Reilly, L. I. 

Bruce Foster, L.I.; Michael Harry Godby, I.T.; 

Henry Beaufort Inglefield and Charles Clifton Roberts, M.T.; James 


Alexander Smith, L.I.; William Francis Swords, M.T. 

yo a veeraddin Al G.L; Mahomed Shakir LL; 

LT. : ‘Sohrab Dedabhoy Bhedwar and Ohimanlal Bhudar Bhojuck, MT. 
Rodolph Blake, L.1.; Manikkum Edumbas Brahma- and 

Edwin Britter, M.T. 


; John Oarey, G.I,; Hon. Reginald Coke, 
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I.T.; Ernest William Collyer, M.T.; Oliver Henry Covington, L.I.; 
Richard Talbot Cox, M.'l'.; Cyril Cutlack, L.I.; John Cledwyn 
Davies, M.T. ; Steuart Spencer Davis and Gaur Mohan Dé, G.I.; Kesha- 
bendra Krishna Deb, L.1. ; Patrick Duncan, I.T.; John Freeman Dunn 
and Avadi Chunder Dutt, G.I. ; Henry Wippell Gadd, M.T. ; Henry Percy 
Glover and Eugene Grant, L.I ; Roland Vaughan Gwynne and Kismet 
Leland Brewer Hamilton, I.T.; Reginald Charles Cromwell Hockley, 
M.T.; Frederick John Van der Byl Hopley, I.T.; Richard John 
Humphreys, G.I. ; Francis Joseph Jeffries, M.T. ; Reginald Powell Croom 
Johnson, I.T.; Sydney Douglas Selbourne Jones and Rasik Behari Lal, 
M.T.; Pradist Luang, G.I.; Evelyn John Maude, L.I.; Harold Gustave 
Meyer, I.T.; Rabindra Nath Mitter, L.I.; Arthur Morley and Percival 
Halton Morris, M.T. ; Geoflrey Moseley, I.T.; Kanwar Narain, L.I. ; Indra 
Narayan, M.T.; Badil Nath, I.T.; Robert Herie Nicholson, L.I.; Rupert 
Charles Ollivant, 1.T.; Henry Bertram Ommaney and Candido Ontanon, 
G.I. ; William Owen, M.T.; William Charles Pilley and William Henry 
Prescott, G.I.; Walter Fitzroy Frederic Prins, M.T.; Harold John 
Pullman, 1.T.; John Seymour Blake Reed, G.I.; Charles Wheatstone 
Sabine and Syam Krishna Sahay, M.T.; Mohammad Shareef, G.I. ; 
Mohamad Masudul Hasan Siddiqi and Pestonji Cursetji Tarapore, L.I. ; 
Edgar Taunton, I.T.; Noel Thatcher, G.I.; David Thomas, M.T.; Mom 
Chow Thong-Chuer, Richard Squire Thorne, John Bevan Coulson 
Tregarthen, George Lee Wanless, Charles Hillary Wild, Robert Willis, 
Alfred Wragge, and Percival Arthur Wrixon, I.T.; Joseph Michael 
Xavier, M.T. 
Out of 97 examined, 79 passed. 
Eviwence, Procepurr, ano Criminat Law. 

The following students passed in evidence, procedure (civil and criminal), 
and criminal law :— 

Class I.—Evans Gustavus Cooper, G.L. ; Frederick Murray Hicks, I.T. 

Class I[.—Samuel Josiah Sigismund Barlatt, G.I.; Edward Neville 
Bewley and Edward Henry Swinburne Bligh, I.T.; Boon Chuay, G.I. ; 
Percy Theodore Carden, I.'T.; Fernand Edward Christien, M.T.; Ralph 
Charles Fairbairn Cotton, L.I.; Edward Percy Everest, M.'T.; William 
Forbes, G.I.; Charles Cyril Gerahty, M.T.; Neils Jonas Dowona 
Hammond, L.I.; Har Dyal, M.T.; Geoffrey Dudley Hobson and William 
George Litt, I.T.; Sarat Sasi Mallik, G.I.; Harold Gustave Meyer and 
William Nugent Owen, I.T.; Emmanuel William Quartey-Papafio and 
Cyril Dunstan Shaw, L.I. 

Class I1I.—Sidney Abrahams and Arjun Nath Atal, M.T.; Harold 
Lansdowne Beale, Scott Birkbeck, and Frederick Briggs, L.I.; Mulraj 
Buxi, M.L.; Henry James Casey, I..; Jagmohan Nath Chak, M.T.; 
Rajendra Narayan Chauchuri, L.I.; Thomas George Frederick Cochrane, 
1.1. ; Charles Corfield, Theon Constantine Cotroni, and Edgar Thorniley 
Dale, M.T. ; Thomas George Rudolph Dehn and Bertrand Ward Devas, 
I.T.; Edward Aylmer Digby, M.T.; Horatio Aung Din, G.I.; Henry 
Doncaster Dracott, M.T.; Frederick William Dunn, G.I.; Lucius George 
Patrick Eiffe, Frederick William Evans, and Richard Bracken Farrer, 
1.T.; Ernest Alfred Faunch, G.I.; Algernon Horace Flint and Robert 
Bruce Foster, L.I.; John Gadsby, I.T.; Frederick William Galloway, M.T.; 
Henry Percy Glover, L.I. ; Kismet Leland Brewer Hamilton, I.T. ; Vyvyan 
Beresford Holland and Francis Evelyn Mohammed Hosein, L.I.; Albert 
James Charlton Humphreys, I.T.; Marcus Hyman, G.I.; Francis Joseph 
Jeffries, M.T.; Reginald Powell Croom Johnson and Benazir Jung, 
I.T. ; Bhikaji Byramji Kanga, M.T.; Robert Walter Edmund Knollys, 
I.T.; Robert Walter Lomax, M.T.; Girdhari Lall Maheshwary, G.I. ; 
Leonard Morgan May, 1.1; Lawrence Mead, Andrew Charles Fermin 
Morasso, and Percival Halton Morris, M.T.; Paul Bourchier Moxon, 
L.I.; Choitram Dhanrajmal Mukhi and Susilchandra Mukhopadhyay, 
M.T.; Horace Stuart Myer, 1.T.; Basudha Kanta Nag, L.I.; Kidar 
Nath, G.I. ; Oliffe Richmond Nicholas, 1.'T. ; Eustace Marmion Ferrers 
Nicbolson and Brinsley Hampton Nixon, M.T.; Henry Bertram 
Ommanney, G.I.; Henry Arthur Payne, I.T.; Percy John Probyn, 
L.I. ; Mirza Mohamed Rafi, M.T.; Philip Ferdinand Rosettenstein and 
Garaddee Rudrappa, G.I. ; Charles Frederick Ryder, I.T. ; Horace Barnett 
Samuel, M.T.; James Yuill Scott, I.T.; Sunanda Chunder Sen, L.I.; 
Robert Workman Smith, I.T. ; Duncan Gardner Wallace, M.T. ; Herbert 
Coleridge Watson and Herbert Stewart Wilson, I.T.; Francis Aslett 
Wray, G.I. ; Joseph Michael Xavier, M.T. 

There were 111 examined, of whom 90 passed. 

Frvat EXxaMINarIoN. 


Class I. (in order of merit).—Joe Brook Richardson, M.T., studentship 
of 100 guineas per annum, tenable for three years ; certificates of honour 
to Arthur Frederic Andrew Cole and William Cleveland Cleveland-Stevens, 
LI.; John Benjamin Lindenbaum, I.T,; Wilfrid Alexander Barton, G.I. ; 
Harold Oddy Sutcliffe Wright, Thomas Drake Bucknill, and Austin Lloyd 
Jones, 1.T.; Pembroke Wicks, M.T. 

Class II. (in order of merit).—Cyril Leonard Ross Thomas, M.T.; 
Reginald Warren Hale Wilkinson, I.T.; San Shwe, Frederick Peel Eldon 
Leonard Potter, and Hugh Melchisedec Green, G.I.; Robert Hardy 
Topham, I.T.; Panna Lall, G.I.; Richard Brinsley Cassavetti Sheridan, 
M.T. ; Charanjit Rai, Harold Church, and Thomas Andrzejeweski Pace, 
L.I.; Frederick Eardley-Smith, I.T. ; Adrian Russell Wontner and John 
Seymour Blake Reed, G.I.; Alan Lachlan Gordon Walker, MT. ; 
Alexander Mackenzie Drysdale, G.I.; Edward Ingham, L.I.; George 
Kyaw Din, G.I. ; Richard Leopold Reiss, L.I.; the two following equal— 
Thomas William Naylor Barlow, L.I., and Reginald Powell Croom 
Johnson, I.T. ; Herbert Asquith, L.I.; Thomas Hugh Conolly Blaikie and 
Frank Henry John Baber, I.T,; Thomas Charles John Cragoe Jenkin, 
G.I.; Alfred Taylor, M.T,; Gavin George Halsey, L.I.; Jeseph Shaw 
and Robert Temple Cannot, M.T.; Henry Pelham Rashleigh, L.I.; 


Class III. (in alphabetical order).—Arthur Neville Aston, L.I. ; Maurice 
Barnett, G.I. ; Leslie Harry Rupert Barr, M.T.; Antonio Joaquim Basto, 
L.I. ; Christopher Llewellin Bennett, I.T.; Ratnakrishna Curran Bonnerjee, 
M.T. ; Sailindra Krishna Bose, G.I. ; Gilbert Eric Cannan, I.T.; Harold 
Bernard Copinger, M.T.; Alexander Macneil Cowan, G.I.; Theodore 
Leslie Crombie, L.I.; Wilfrid George Cuthbert-Gundry, M.T,; Walter 
Leslie Farquhar Davies and Sidney Martin Edwards, I.T.; Clarence 
George Eugene Fletcher, G.I.; Joshua Goodland, Richard Frederick 
Hayward, and Humfrey Noel Howorth, I.T.; William Felix Henry Jeffes 
and Thomas Caradog John, G.I. ; Edward Hubert Gunter Jones, I.T. ; 
Percy Tyson Lewis, M.T. : Herbert William Malkin, I.T. ; Alfred Mangena, 
L.I. ; Robert Forster McCall, M.T. ; Michael Francis Joseph McDonnell, 
I.T.; Cyril Arthur Oliver, M.T.; John Akinola Otonba Payne, I.T. ; 
Mudujil Kesava Narayana Pillai and John Mervyn Pollen, M.T.; 
Frederick John Pollock, L.I.; George Allan Powell, G.I.; Mian 
Samiuddin, M.T.; James Yuill Scott, I.T. ; Ernest Whittome Shepperson, 
G.I.; John Simonds, L.I.; Kapur Singh, G.I.; Edwin Smith, M.T. ; 
Adrian Leslie Stephen, I.T.; Arthur Ralph Stevens, L.I.; Henry Guy 
Webber and John Douglas Young, I.T. 

The number examined was 102, of whom 82 passed. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. Joun Eacwzron, solicitor, of Chancery-lane, Clerk of 
Fruiterers’ Company, has been appointed Clerk of the Haberdashers’ 
Company, in succession to the late Mr. J. Hamilton Townend. 

Mr. Francis Joun Gamuin, of Rhyl, solicitor, has been appointed Clerk 
to the Rhyl, Prestatyn, and St. Asaph Justices, in the place of the late 
Mr. Oliver George. 

Mr. Francis Jonnw Gamurn, of Rhyl, has been appuinted a Notary Public 
for Rhyl and District. He was admitted a solicitor in 1889. 





General. 


The Married Women’s Property Bill was read a second time in the 
House of Commons on Tuesday. 

The Attorney-General will give his dinner in honour of the King’s 
birthday on Friday evening, the 28th inst., at Claridge’s Hotel. 


Mr. Justice Bigham has fixed the next sitting of the Railway and Canal 
Commission Court at the Royal Courts of Justice for Tuesday, the 23rd of 
July. 

The past and present members of the Durham Quarter Sessions Bar 
entertained the Right Hon. John Lloyd Wharton at dinner this week at 
the Imperial Restaurant, Regent-street, on his retirement as chairman of 
the Durham County Quarter Sessions. Mr. Justice Ridley was in the 
chair. 

The expenses of the defence in the Thaw trial, says a Central News 

telegram, which amount to £50,000, have now been paid. Mr. Delmas 
has received £10,000, while another of the defending counsel, whose name 
is not disclosed, has received £20,000, and it is reported that he asked for 
£20,000 more. 
A meeting of the Society of Chairmen of Quarter Sessions was held on 
Tuesday, at the Guildhall, Westminster, when Lord Cross was unani- 
mously re-elected president and Sir John E. Dorington vice-president. 
The society considered the Criminal Appeal Bill, 1907, and discussed 
other matters affecting quarter sessions. 


Mr. Robert Edleston, of Hollybrook, Ilkley, Yorks, who has, says the 
Evening Standard, died at the age of twenty-six, disposed of his fortune of 
£42,556 in the following eighteen words (about £2,350 a word), written on 
a sheet of notepaper: *‘ I leave all that I am possessed of to my sisters, 
Marian and Frances Edleston, in equal shares.’’ 


Mr. Justice Bray declared at the Dorset Assizes, says the Evening 
Standard, that people could not realize how heavy the work of the judges 
was. Most of them were of somewhat advanced age, and they had to sit 
week after week and every day in the week. Their attention had to be 
kept on stretch practically every minute, and their work was not ended 
when they went out of court. 


It is ann wnced that the commission day for the summer assizes at 
Liverpool on tne Northern Circuit bas been altered from Monday, the 15th 
of July, to Saturday, the 13th of July. By an error in the official circuit 
paper, the commission day for Lincoln at the present summer assizes is 
given as Friday, the 2lst of June, und that for Derby as Thursday, the 
27th of June, whereas the correct dates are Derby, Friday, the 21st of 
June ; Lincoln, Saturday, the 29th of June. 


A remarkable scandal has, says the Globe, broken out in the Italian 
judicial body, under circumstances of gravity for which it would be 
difficult to find a parallel in modern times in any great State of Europe, 
Grave accusations were brought forward in the Chamber against the 
judges and magistrates of the province of Catanzaro, the Press raked up 
abundance of fuller detail, and now the Minister of Justice has felt himself 
compelled to act. Thirteen men are suspended for corruption, of whom 
eight are judges of the High Court and five preside over magisterial 
tribunals. One is first president of the provincial Court of Appeal, another 





Mohamad Yusuf (No. 2), M.T. 


is president of a section of the Appeal Court, and six others are judges. 








the © 


a 
© 
ay 

















the No 
was Co! 
subject 
I was ¢ 
subdivi 
wrote a 


Of cour 
states t! 


Mr. ¢ 
the Ede 
end of t 
passed 1 
in Augu 
aright : 
the tern 
person» 
wropgft 
granted 
question 
of each 
_ of 
the pape 
add to w 


Mr. C 
Journal, 
trial for 
door, an 

leg, | 
with the 
when he 
know his 
his eye, 
know wh 
of the I 
broadeni 
fellers b 
& barten: 
& roar o 
court. 














the 
shers’ 


Clerk 
e late 


Public 


in the 
<ing’s 


Canal 
3rd of 


s Bar 
eek at 
nan of 
in the 


News 
Jelmas 
name 
ed for 


ld on 
inani- 
ident. 
cussed 


ys the 
une of 
len on 
isters, 


vening 
judges 
L to sit 
to be 
ended 


izes at 
e 15th 
circuit 
izes is 
iy, the 
21st of 


[talian 
ild be 
urope, 
st the 
ed up 
imself 
whom 
sterial 
nother 


es. 


June 8, 1907. 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 51.] 535 








The thirty-eighth meeting of the Bankruptcy Law Amendment Com- 
mittee was held on the 29th ult. at the Royal Courts of Justice, Mr. Muir 
Mackenzie, the chairman, presiding. Evidence was given by Mr. T. H. 
Winder, the Official Receiver in Bankruptcy for the District of the County 
Court at Bolton, and Mr. O. E. Harrop (of the firm of Messrs. Sam 
Harrop & Sons (Limited), provision dealers, of Manchester), the former of 
whom gave the committee the benefit of his experience in the adminis- 
tration of the Bankruptcy Acts since 1884, and the latter of whom dealt 
with cases which arose in the wholesale provision trade. 


The first meeting of creditors undera receiving order against Mr. 
Godfrey Lawford, solicitor, of Austin Friars, E.C., was, says the Standard, 
held on the 3rd inst. at the London Bankruptcy Court. The chairman 
read a list of proofs of claims amounting to £26,000, and said that the total 
liabilities would probably be twice that sum. One of the claims was for at 
least £10,000 by the Marquis of Northampton, and another was for £7,500 
for trust funds, which, it is alleged, have been misappropriated. The 
official receiver said that Mr. Lawford had not surrendered, and there did 
not seem to be much prospect that he would surrender. It seemed that 
he earned about £1,500 a year from his profession, but he engaged in 
speculations on the Stock Exchange, and his losses there were undoubtedly 
responsible for his failure. The matter went into bankruptcy. 


The scheme of land registration which has been in force in the county 
of London for eight years has, says the Property Market Review, been much 
assailed. Sir Henry Kimber, in an unstamel, question to the Attorney- 
General, declares that it has proved to be practically a failure, and that it 
adversely affects the marketability of property by adding greatly to the 
expense, difficulty, and delay in dealings with property. He therefore 
suggests the revocation of the Order of the Privy Uouncil applying the 
experiment to London. Sir J. Lawson Walton replies that the Govern- 
ment have no intention of recommending that the Order in Council should 
be revoked, but have it in contemplation to inquire into the working of 
the Land Transfer Acts with a view to the removal of any alleged objec- 


tions. He states that no other county has applied to be brought under 
the Act. [We did not find the question and answer reported in the daily 
journals. } 


Apropos of our remarks in reference to ‘‘ Mr. Samuel Warren,” Mr. R. S. 
Hopper, of Whitley Bay, says: ‘‘I have the recollection of his being in 
the North as a Lunacy Commissioner when I was a ‘legal fledgling.’ He 
was conducting a lunacy inquiry not very far from where I now live. The 
subject matter arose out of proceedings emanating from the office where 
I was articled. Mr. Warren was a member of the Northern Circuit (now 
subdivided). On an occasion when he was on circuit a wag of a barrister 
wrote a ‘squib’ which ran as follows: 


‘If Warren, the wittiest and wisest of men, 
Had stuck to his briefs instead of his pen, 
He might have had ‘‘Ten Thousand a Year”’ 
Instead of a brief ‘‘ Now and Then.”’’ 


Of course that is a play upon two of his well-known works, but it demon- 
states the accuracy of your conclusion.”’ 


Mr. Gladstone, in a printed reply to questions by Sir Gilbert Parker on 
the Edalji case states that Mr. Edalji was released in October last at the 
end of three years, because it was considered that the sentence originally 
passed upon him was unduly severe. ‘‘ This was my predecessor’s decision 
in August, 1905, which I carried out in October, 1906. In the absence of 
a right of appeal toa higher court, the grant of a free pardon, whether 
the term is considered appropriate or not, is the only means by which a 
person can be relieved of the consequences of a conviction, whether 
wrongful or otherwise. Compensation has in certain exceptional cases been 
granted to innocent persons who have suffered imprisonment, but the 
question of payment of compensation must depend upon the circumstances 
of each individual case. The reasons which have led me to advise the 
grant of a free pardon without compensation to Mr. Edalji are shewn in 
the papers which have been laid before Parliament, and I have nothing to 
add to what is contained in them.”’ 


Mr. Choate, the eminent American advocate, had, says the Central Law 
Journal, a singular experience when the American Tobacco Co. was on 
trial for violating the anti-trust law. A great crowd hung around the 
door, and the attendant who guarded it, and who was generally known as 
Eagles, had the time of his life keeping out those who had no business 
with the court. Through the crowd Mr. Choate elbowed his way, and 
when he got to the door he was held up by Eagles, who said he didn’t 
know him. ‘I am Joseph H. Choate,”’ said the lawyer, with a twinkle in 
his eye, ‘‘and I assure you I have business in the court.’-—‘'I don’t 
know who you vos,” replied Eagles, doggedly.—‘ But I am the president 
of the Bar Association,’ persisted Mr. Choate, the smile on his face 
broadening.—‘‘ Ya, ya,’’ returned the attendant, ‘‘I heard about dose 
fellers betore already. Steve O’Hare he is the gounsel for them what has 
& bartenders’ association. Yes, I know——”’ les was interrupted by 
& roar of laughter from the crowd, and Mr. Choate finally got into the 
court. 


In the course of the debate in the House of Commons on the Criminal 
Ap Bill on the 31st ult., Mr. Buckmaster, K.C., M.P., said that “‘ the 
Bill was not applied to Scotland because there was no claim for it from 
that country, where the judges in the courts of summary jurisdiction 
were paid men appointed on account of their fitness for the office. He 
believed it would be found that, where questions were raised with regard 
to a judgment or sentence, it arose from a weakened confidence in the 
tribunal. It was no use disguising the fact that the judgment of many of 
our judges had ceased to command the confidence of the public and of the 





Profession. The reason was plain and tha cane might be removed. ' 








Judicial offices from the highest to the lowest had been tossed to this man 
and to that asa reward for party service, or, still worse, for personal favour. 
If steps were taken to secure that every man who administered the law 
was a man fit to administer it, the main cause for this Bill would have 
disappeared, and there would be removed from the great profession to 
which he belonged the taint which had always clung to it—the taittt of 
time service.”’ 


The twenty-first annual report on the Records of the Corporation of the 
City of London has just been issued, says the Times, and, while being of 
great interest to antiquaries and historians, it cannot fail to attract the 
attention of the student of London municipal history. Dr. Sharpe, the 
Records Clerk to the Corporation, for some years past has been occupied 
in arranging and calendaring the valuable series of records known as 
Letter Books, and this year he has completed the calendar of Letter 
Book H. ‘The calendar covers an extremely interesting lod of — 
history—namely, the reign of Richard II., 1377-1399. At that peri 
tne constitution of the Court of Common Council underwent a change, the 
election of the court being transferred from the wards to the Li Com- 
panies and back again to the wards. The calendar chronicles the fact 
also that the Court of Aldermen received the attention of Parliament, and 
it was decreed that thenceforth aldermen should remain in office until 
removed for a just and reasonable cause. Hitherto, from 1377 to 1394, an 
alderman was elected annually. This change, created by Parliament 
became permanent and remains to the present day. The calendar will 
shortly be issued to the learned societies and public institutions, 


On Tuesday last, in answer to Lord Halsbury, the Lord Chancellor said 
there was undoubtedly a serious arrear of business in the Law Courts, 
which he was quite sure — to be cleared off if the business of the courts 
of justice was to be efficiently conducted. For that purpose he had brought 
in a Bill which had passed this House, and was really in the nature of a 
Bill providing for emergencies. He ho that Bill might be allowed to 
become law, and then they might take in hand the clearance of the list in 
the Court of Appeal. In addition, he had asked a number of dist ed 
gentlemen to act as a committee to consider the working of the Judicature 
Acts and report whether any alteration in the constitution or practice of 
the courts was advisable. Lord Macnaghten had consented to act as 
chairman, and he himself Pa to serve on the committee. The 
following had also consented or would be asked to consent: The Lord 
Chief Justice of England, the Master of the Rolls, the President of the 
Probate and Admiralty Division, Mr. Justice Bigham, Mr. Justice ee 
ton, the Attorney-General, Sir Robert Finlay, G.C.M.G., K.0., Mr. J. E. 
Bankes, K.O., Mr. 8. A. T. Rowlatt, Mr. Willes Chitty, Mr. 0, A. Coward, 
and Mr. William Cobbett. These gentlemen were all familiar with this 
subject, and he did not apprehend that much, if any, evidence would be 
required. He sincerely hoped the efforts of this committee would enable 
them before long to get the whole of the business of the High Court of 
Justice placed on such a footing that there would be no delay and no 
arrears in the management of public business. 


An influential meeting was held in the hall of Trinity College, Cambridge, 
on Saturday last, to pane a@ memorial to Professor Maitland, late 
Downing Professor of Law. The Vice-Chancellor ed. Mr. 8S. H. 
Butcher, M.P., moved, ‘‘ That a fund be established, to be called ‘ The 
Frederic William Maitland Memorial Fund,’ for the motion’ of 
research and instruction in the history of law and of legal anguage and 
institutions.’”’ He referred to the characteristics of the professor, whom he 
described as the most human of men. They recalled in the first instance 
the most delightful companion, but they had to think of him also as a man 
of learning. What were they to cal] him—was he historian or Jawyer? 
Neither word seemed to suffice. But history and law had rarely formed so 
fine an alliance, or nurtured into such fruitful union as in the mind of 
Maitland. He was of all lawyers the most historical and of all historians 
the most legal. Professor Dicey seconded the resolution, and declared 
that Oxford felt the loss of Professor Maitland as keenly as did Cambridge. 
Law ought to be, and hitherto in England had not been, a part of Eng 
literature. Professor Maitland and Biackstone in different ages had done 
much to accomplish this. Professor Tout, on behalf of Manchester Univer- 
sity, expressed sympathy with the —— The resolution was carried. 
The Master of Trinity pro; , and Professor Clark seconded, a resolution, 
“That, if found practicable, a personal memorial of the late Professor 
Maitland be obtained and placed in the Squire Library of the University 
of Cambridge.’’ ‘The resolution was carried. The Bishop of Ely pro- 

, ‘* That the balance of the fund be offered to the University to be 

eld in trust; and that the University be requested to frame 

and appoint managers who shall carry out the object of the fund by 
encouraging research, by promoting the publication of important works, 
by arranging for occasional lectures or otherwise as they shall deem best.’ 
He described the professor as one who was recognized throughout the 
world as a master among masters. Professor Courtney Kenny seconded 
the resolution, which was carried. A committee was appointed to carry 
out the resolutions. 








Winding-up Notices. 


London Gasette.—Faivay, ploy 4, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
ITED 1m CHANOERY. 

Boscompe Steam Lauwpry, Limitep—Petn for winding up, presented May 7, directed to 
be heard at the Town Hall, Poole, June 17 Salt, solor for petner Notice 
J appearing must reach the above-named .0t later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 

une 16 
Baitisn Unireo Crock Co, Lumrzp—Creditors are poy on or before July 1, to send 


their names and addresses, and the of or claims, to Frederie 
[reba bly EF pag 
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Economic Liaut Co, J Maxpet & Co, Limirzp (1x Liquipation)—Creditors are required, 
on or before July 13, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Cecil Harris, 119, Houndsditch, liquidator 

Forster & Ainstzy, Limtrep—Creditors are required forthwith to send particulars to 
Hugh F. Percy, Bondgate Within, Alawick, liquidator 

Jackson, Soutspy, & Coorer, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before June 21, to 
send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts and claims, to J. H. Scott, 
Victoria chmbrs, Bowlalley ln, Hull, liquidator 

Jounson, Cuanxe, & Parker, Limitep—Creditors are required, on or before July 8, to 
send ir names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
J. W. Roberts, Eldon st, liquidator 

Kitwgz Crorr Drzine Co, Limttep—Creditors are required, on or before July 12, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick 
Cooper, 33, Princess st, Manchester Brown & Co, Stockport, solors for liquidator 

Parss Acercy, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before June 30, to send their names 
and es, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John J. Bye, 120, Bishops- 
gate st, liquidator 

Reversion Investment Corporation, Limirep (1x Liquipation)—Creditors are required, 
on or before July 15, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Ralph Price Hardy, 61, Addison rd, Kensington. Fowler & Co, Bedford 
row, solors to liquidator 

B. F. Saxperson & Co, Liurtzp—Creditors are required, on or before July 12, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Colin Cooper, 
33, Princess st, Manchester. Grundy & Co, Manchester, solors for liquidator 

Towner & Crank, Linirep—Creditors are required, on or before June 17, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Samuel Harman, 1, 
Holland ter, Maidstone, Bracher, Maidstone, solor for liquidator 

Wixcnester Gop Mixixe Co, Liurrep —Creditors are required, on or before June 30, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr, 
William George Barlow, 79}, Gracechurch st. Greenip & Co George st, Mansion House, 
solors for liquidator 


London Gazette,—Turspay, June 4, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luarep tx CHanogry. 


Anoio-Frexcu Heratp Motor Co, Liuttep—Creditors are required, on or before June 
24, tosend their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
George ‘i homson, 65, London wall, liquidator 

Biasruartic Co, Limitzp—Creditors are required, on or before July 18, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Richard Leyshon, 
12, Mount Stuart eq, Cardiff, liquidator 

Buiackiey Dyeixa Co, Limirep - Creditors are required, on or before July 15, to send 
their names and addresses, the particulars of their debts or claims, to Pe~cy Staton, 
64, Fountain st, Manchester, liquidator 

Boyrp Asuwostnu & Co, Limitzp—Creditors are required, on or before July 15, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Percy Staton, 
64, Fountain st, Manchester, liquidator 

Dexwis & Co, Limitep—Creditors are required, on or before July 17, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to C. M. Ayliffe, 10, Com- 
mercial st, Newport, Mon, liquidator 

Epwis J. Bartt, Lintrep—Petn for winding up, presented May 30, directei to be heard 
on June 18 Hickson & Moir, New Broad st, solors for petnrs Notice of appearing 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’cluck in the afternoon of June 17 

Espritasape Hore: (Portucawt) Co, Linrrepv—Petn for winding up, presented May 31, 
directed to be heard June 18. Spencer & Co, Southampton st, Bloomsbury sq, solors for 
petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in 
the afternoon of June 17 

Grosvenor Syxpicate, Limitzp—Cieditors are required, on or before July 18, to send 
in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Henry 
Charles Bound, 57, Moorgate st, liquidator 

J. Parker & Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before June 28, to send in their 
names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to John George Hirst, 
125, Albion st, Leeds, liquidator 

J. Witxixson & J.D. Lyxcua, Limitrp— Creditors are required, on or before July 16, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims,to Benjamin 
Howorth, 26, North John st, Liverpool. Collins & Co, Liverpool, solors for liquidator 

Lancasnire Vauprvitte Syypicats, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented June 1, 

i to be heard June 18, Oppenheim & Son, solors for petners. Noti-e of appearing 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the atternoon of June 17 

Lyruz Co, Liaitrp—Creditors are required, on or before July 6, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederic Harold Sully, 19 ana 
21, Queen Victoria st. Ward & Co, Gracechurch st, solors for liquidator 

Murcnison Associatep Gop Mixes, Limitep (IsconporaTep in 1901)— Creditors are 

required, on or before July 9, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to William Fenton Pugh, 3, Queen st, Cheapside Parker & 

Co, St Michael’s Rectory, Cornhill, solors for the liquidator 

8 J Macgenziz & Co, Limitep - Creditors are requited, on or before July 5, to send their 
names addresses, and the particulars of theig debts or claims, to C G Morgan 
Timbrell & Deighton, King William st, London Bridge, solors for liquidator 

Surety Syxpicats, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before June 30, to send in 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William 
Henry Fox, 9, Austin Friars, liquidator 

Trapinc anp Manvuracturine Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before July 6, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Frederic Harold Sully, 19 and 21, Queen Victoria st. Ward & Co, Gracechurch st, solors 
for liquidator 

Vicroxuia anv Atprrt Brick, Tite, anp Eartuenware Co, Limirep—Prtn for win*ing 
up, presented June 3, directed to be heard June 18 Wynne & Sons, 3, New ct, Lincoln’s 
inn, for Forshaw & Hawkins, Liverpool, solors for petner Notice of appearing must 

reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of June 17 








The Property Mart. 


Result of Sales, 
Reversions, Lire Pouicizs, &o, 


Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranrisxp held their usual Fortnightly Sale of the above- 
named Interests at the Mart, ay tert pens E.C., on Thursday last, when the following 
lots were sold at the prices named, the total amount realized being £30,220:— 


ABSOLUTE REVERSIONS: £ 
To One-fifth of Freeholds ... - ag eee pee ne «. Bold 
gS hi = gg? a a ee eee 
To One-third of 100-143rds of £10,967 ... ese sie ooo 8 86 900 
To £1,000 SS ey te ae ee 400 
To £1,321 eco eve ove eco ooo ove ove ove -“ © 685 
To £900 ... ooo ove ose oes ove ove oe oon mS 360 
To £1,300 vos ooo oes ove eve eee eee eee ove ” 575 

POLICIES of ASSURANCE for £2,000... eee jes oun o» 1,215 


ENDOWMENT POLIOY for £2,000... a. soe ome tee we 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rora or Reoistrars ix ATTENDANCE ON 








Date Emercency Aprzatu Count Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
~ Rota. No. 2. Kexewica. Joyo. 
Mr. Carrington Mr. Bloxam Mr. Theed p 
Pemberton Borrer Goldschmidt 
Carrington Bloxam Theed 
Pemberton rrer Goldschmidt 
Carrington Bloxam Theed 
Pemberton Borrer Goldschmidt 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Swinvew Eapy. Wakrginxeror. NEVILLE, Parkes. 
sapecenes 10 Mr. xes Mr. ine Mr. Farmer Mr. Pembertog 
uw Carrington 
i Leach Farmer Beal 
Church Greswell Beal Farmer 
i Leach Farmer Church 
Church Greswell Beal King 








COURT OF APPEAL. 
TRINITY SITTINGS, 1907. 


The Appeals or other Business proposed to be taken will, from time to 
time, be announced in the Daily Cause List. 


FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION. 
(In Appeal Court II.) 
(General List.) 
Judgment Reserved. 
Hill v Clifford appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Warrington, dated 
Feb 19, 1907 (c av May 15) 


FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION, THE PROBATE, ae 
AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION (PROBATE AND DIVORCE), 
THE COUNTY PALATINE AND STANNARIES COURTS. 

(General List.) 
1905. 

In the Matter of the Cos Acts, 1862 to 1900, and in the Matter of Thomas 
Sowler & Sons ld appl of P G Andrews from order of Mr Justicg 
Warrington, dated Aug 8, 1905 (produce order) (s o for appointment of 
legal personal representative) Aug 21 

1906 

In re J F Boswell, dec Merritt v Boswell appl of M S Emerson from 
order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Jan 30, 1906 (s o for appln & 
Joyce, J) Feb 16 

The Mayor, Aldermen, and Burgesses of the Borough of Bournemouth 
and The Mayor, &c, of Poole and The Urban District Council of Brank~ 
some v The Poole District Electric Traction Co ld appl of defts from 
order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated March 5,1906 Junel (so until @ 
Justice Joyce has given his decision upon pvints of fur con in this actio# 
by order of the Court of Appeal, April 9, 1907) , 

In re Hutchinson, dec Rome v Rome appl of pltff from order of 
Justice Warrington, dated March 26, 1906 (s o until reference disposed 
of) July 16 

Buchler v Tnch andanr appl —_ from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, 
dated June 21, 1906 (so until action disposed of by Neville, J) Oct 

Shepheard and ors v Bray and ors appl of defts (Bray's Executors) fro 
order of Mr Justice Warrington, dated July 17, 1906 Nov 9 ° = 

Shepheard and ors v Brayand ors appl of defts (Gaunt’s Executors) from 
order of Mr Justice Warrington, dated July 17, 1906, and cross-notieg 
by pltffs, dated Nov 13, 1906 Nov 9 > 

Neave v BN Cldand ors Bohn v Neaveand ors appl of E Bohn from 
order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated Nov 23, 1906 (produce order, ae 
ordered) Dec 15 cc 

In re Beyfus & Beyfus, Solicitors of the Supreme Court appl of A aig 
P Beyfus from order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated Uct 29, 1” 
Dec 22 

Martin v The Consett Iron Cold appl of pltff from order of Mr Jus 
Swinfen Eady, dated Nov 17,1906 Dec 31 


1907 


In re John Edwards, dec Edwards v Edwards appl of deft from ord 
of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Nov 20,1906 Jan 1 Be 
In re Mary Maughan, dec Bernard v Fawcett appl of deft from ords 
of Mr Justice Warrington, dated Nov 7, 1906 Jan 16 f 
National Phonograph Co ld v Edison Bell Consolidated Phonograph Co & 
and ors appl of pltff company from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dat 
Dec 15, 1906 Jan 25 ; 
Attorney-Gen v Mathieson appl of Attorney-Gen from order of 
Justice Kekewich, dated Dec 11,1906 (so for Attorney-Gen) Jan # 
In re Wilkinson and Fell’s Contract and In re Vendor and Purchaser A@ 
1874 appl of purchaser C H Fell from order of Mr Justice Kekewi@y 
dated Dec 11, 1906 (to follow above by order) Jan 31 
In re Smith’s Settlement Jacob Smith and anr v Smith and ors “ppl f 
defts from order of Mr Justice Parker, dated Jan 30,1907 Feb 2 i 
In re William Wilson, dec Wilson and ors v Batchelor and ors appl@ 
pitffs from order of Mr Justice Parker, dated Feb 7, 1907 Feb 26 g 
Beston v Watts appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Warrington, ¢ 
Feb 21,1907 Feb 26 
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Lloyds v The Marconi International Marine Communication Co ld and anr 
appl of defts from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Feb 15, 1907 
Feb 27 

In re Meynell Ingram, dec Corry v Wood and ors appl of deft the 
Hon F G L Meynell from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Dec 4, 
1906 March 1 

Dibdin v Skirrow appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Neville, dated 
Jan 24,1907 March 1 

Rees v Owen appl of defts from order of Mr Justice Warrington, dated 
Feb 9, 1907 arch 5 

In re Davy, dec Hollingsworth v Davy and ors appl of defts from order 
of Mr Justice Joyce, dated Jan 24,1907 March 9 

Brett (Widow) and ors v Tweedie and ors appl of pltffs from order of Mr 
Justice Neville, dated Jan 30, 1907 March 13 

In re Brinckman’s Settled Estates and In re The Settled Land Acts, 1882 
to 1900 appl of Sir T F Brinckman, Bart, from order of Mr Justice 
Joyce, da Feb 7, 1907 March 16 

The Lincoln Equitable Co-operative Soc, 1d v The Tannery, Lincoln, Co, 
ld appl of defts from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated Dec 13, 1907 
March 19 

In re Richard Miller’s Will Jones and ors v Hawkins and anr appl of 
plcffs from order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated Feb 27, 1907 
March 19 

In re Thomas Corbett, dec Viscount Cobham v The Attorney-General 
appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Dec 4, 1906 
March 20 

Howatson vy Webb Webb v Howatson and ors appl of deft Webb from 
order of Mr Justice Warrington, dated Feb 22, 1907 March 21 

Clark v Olark appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Neville, dated March 
4,1907 March 21 

Woods v Weir appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Warrington, dated 
March 7, 1907 March 22 

In the Matter of the Patents, Designs and Trade Marks Acts, 1883 to 1888, 
and in the Matterof Letters Patent No. 1434* of the year 1899, granted 

toSG Brown appl of petnrs from order of Mr Justice Neville, dated 
March 11, 1907 March 23 

Draper v Lorden and H Sabey & Co appl of pltff from order of Mr 
Justice Warrington, dated Feb 18, 1907 (produce order, security 
ordered) March 27 

James v The Institute of Chartered Accountants appl of pltff from order 
of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Feb 1, 1907 March 27 

HM Postmaster-General v The National Telephone Co ld appl of defts 
from order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated March 20, 1907 (produce 
order) March 28 

In re The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900 and Inre The Camena Nitrate Co 
ld (in liquidation) appl of applicant from order of Mr Justice Parker, 
dated March 12,1907 April 10 ‘ 
Copestake v Hoper (widow) and anr appl of defts from order of Mr 
Justice Kekewich, dated Feb 8, 1907 April 15 

In re Waterhouse, dec Waterhouse v Ryley appl of deft from order 
of Mr Justice Joyce, dated Feb 20, 1907 (produce order) April 15 

Corsellis vy London County Council appl of defts from order of Mr Justice 
Neville, dated March 11, 1907 April 15 

H M Attorney-General v Jefferys and ors appl of deft Jefferys from order 
of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated Dec 18, 1906 April 16 

In re Hazeldine’s Trusts and in re Trustee Act, 1893 appl of applts from 
a of Mr Justice Warrington, dated April 9, 1907 (produce order) 
April 19 

In re Llanover Herbert v Ram appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice 
Swinfen Eady, dated March 27,1907 April 24 

The Edison Bell Consolidated Phonograph Co ld v The National Phono- 
graph Co ld appl of defts from order of Mr Justice Neville, dated 
March 25, 1907 April 25 

Lowen v Gare appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 
Feb 20, 1907 April 28 

Ball v Friend appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 
April 24, 1907 (produce order) May 1 

Clifford v Timms appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Warrington, 
dated Jan 26, 1907 (advanced for May 28) May 3 Clifford v Phillips 
pp! of deft from order of Mr Justice Warrington, dated Jan 26, 1907 

3 


iy 

In re Salaman, dec De Pass v Sonnenthal appl of deft from order of Mr 
Justice Kekewich, dated April 16,1907 May 7 

In the Matter of an Indenture of Lease, dated Dec 10, 1903 Isaacs v 
Stansfield & Cold appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Neville, dated 
April 10,1907 May7 

Jones v Thomas appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Warrington, 
dated April 24,1907 May 7 

In re Margaret Cook, dec In re Penny, dec Evans v Holmes appl of 
pltff from order of Mr Justice Neville, dated April 12,1907 May 8 

In re The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900 In re The Life Assce Acts, 1870 
and 1872 and In re Nelson & Oo ld Bs of The Nelson Syndicate from 
order of Mr Justice Warrington, dated April 23,1907 May 10 

Thompson v Yorston appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Warring- 
ton, dated April 12,1907 May 10 

In re H E Attwater, dec Bridgman v Milner appl of deft frem order of 
Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated March 21,1907 May 13 

Pemsell v Tucker appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Warrington, 


The Attorney-General and ors v Metcalf & Greig and ors 


FROM THE CHANCERY AND PROBATE AND DIVOROE 
DIVISION. 


(Interlocutory List.) 


1907. 
Pearce v Bullard, King & Co 1 of pltff from order of Mr Jttstice 
Kekewich, dated April 25, 1907 uP 
Bosch v Simms’ Manufacturing Co | pl of defts from order of Mr 
Justice Neville, dated May 10, 1907 ( uce order) May 14 
ee vom a ee Mantles 8 id and ors 
of pltff from order o: Justice Warrington, dated April 26, 1907 - 
duce order) May 15 oes — (pro 
Probate Division In re Mann, dec Mann v Lyne and ors appl of pltff 
from order of Mr Justice Bargrave Deane, dated May 6, 1907 May 17 
FROM THE PROBATE AND DIVORCE DIVISION. 
(Final List.) 
1906. 
Probate Drake v Sykes appl of Pere from judgt of The President, dated 
July 26, 1906, jury discharged, Middlesex Oct 26 
Divorce Francis Stewart Henry Todd (Petnr) v Charlotte Elizabeth Rose 
Francis Todd (Respt) William Cunniam (Co-Respt) appl of petnr 
from judgt of Mr Justice Bargrave Deane, dated Oct 26, 1 Novl 
1907. 


Divorce Sarah Helen Ogden (Applt) v William Henry Ogden (Respt 
appl of Ar from judgt of Mr Ls ustice Bargrave Deane, fe Dec To 


1906 Fe 
(New Trial Paper.) 
1906 


Probate In re The Estate of John Hedley, dec William Wainwright 
and Edmund David White v John Herbert Hedley appl of deft from 
judgt of Mr Justice Bray, dated Aug 1, 1906, with a jury, Liverpool 


Nov 15 
FROM THE COUNTY PALATINE COURT OF LANCASTER, 
(Final List.) 
1907. 


Lomas v Challinor appl of deft from order of The Vice-Chancellor of the 
County Palatine of Lancaster, dated March 19, 1907 April 3 


(Interlocutory List.) 
1907. 


Slack and ors v Calico Printers’ Assoc ld appl of defts from order of The 
Vice-Chancellor of the County Palatine of Laucaster, dated Feb 11, 
1907 (s o liberty to apply to restore) Feb 22 


FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(In Bankruptcy.) 

In re A Debtor (expte The Debtor), No. 51 of 1906 from an Order of the 
Divisional Court (Bigham and Sutton, JJ.), dated 22nd March, 1907, 
dismissing with costs the Debtor's ae from a Receiving Order . 

In re A Debtor (expte The Debtor), No. 288 of 1907 froma Receiving 
Order made on the 25th of April, 1907, by Mr Registrar Linklater 


FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
For Hearing. 
(Final List.) 
1905, 


London and North Western Ry Co (Applts) vy The Assessment Committee 
of the Ampthill Union and ors (respts) appl of Pg age judgt of 
The Lord Chief Justice and Justi Lawrance and dated Dec 
15, 1905 Jan 11 (part heard before Vaughan Wilhams, Farwell 
and Buckley, L.JJ.—restored April 8, 1907) 

Rumball v Bunti appl of pitff from judgt of Mr Justice Channell, 
dated March 11, 1905, without a jury, Middlesex (s o for appointment of 
legal representative) April 12 

1906. 


Lennard v Kent and East Sussex Light Ry Co 1 of pltff from jndgt 

of Mr Justice Ridley, dated Jan 31, 1906 Guay dachanpedl, 
(so not before Aug 13, 1907) A 28 

Hore v Day appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Buckley (additional 
judge), dated May 10, 1906, out a jury, Middlesex May 19 

—< v Mayor, &c, of Maidenhead of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice 
aw .-— or judge), dated y 12, 1906, without a jury, 

esex y 
Housley and anr v Prosser appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Walton, 


dated April 3, 1906, without a jury, Middlesex May 16 
Smith v Prosser appl of from Jada of Mr Justice Grantham, dated 


May 7, 1906, without a jury, x May 23 

Bees Eel eee See 2 ee 1 of pltff from 
judgt of Mr Justice A T Lawrence, dated May 19, 1906, with a special 
jury, Middlesex 26 

In the Matter of the Arbitration Act, 1889 between Coleman’s 
ld and The Life and Health Assce Assoc appl of Life 
Assce Assoc from judgt of Mr Justice Bray, dated May 4, 1906 





dated May 10, 1907 (produce order) May 16 
ape of pltffs 
from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Jan 24, 1907 y 18 





May 26 
Lancaster Rural District Council v Fisher & Le Fanu appl of defts from 
a le 2 Pig ham, dated May 16, 1906, without a West 
y Division of the ty of Lancaster (not before June 5) 16 
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Pacific Steam Navigation Co v Pugh & Son appl of defts from judgt of 
Mr Justice Bigham, dated May 15, 1906, without a jury, West Derby 
Division of the County of Lancaster, and cross-notice by pltffs, dated 
May 30, 1906 (not before June 3) May 30 

In re Arbitration Act, 1889 Max Thomas and Holstrom & Co appl of Max 
Thomas from judgt of Justices Ridley and Darling, dated May 21, 1906 
June 13 

Wheatley v Smithers and anr appl of pitff from judgt of Justices Ridley 
and Darling, dated May 24, 1906 June 20 

London and India Docks Co v Thames Steam Tug and Lighterage Co appl 
of pltffs from judgt of Justices Kennedy and A T Lawrence, dated 
June 12, 1906, and cross-notice by defts, dated July 21, 1906 June 30 

Evans v Hobbis appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Kennedy, dated 
June 20, 1906, with a common jury, Reading (Berks) July 3 

Lancashire and Cheshire Coal Assoc and R Evans & Co ld v London and 
North .Western Ry Co and Lancashire and Yorkshire Ry Co (Railway 
and Canal Commission) applof pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice Bigham, 
Sir F Peel, and The Hon A E Gathorne Hardy, dated June 21, 1906 
July 3 

oustie Steam Ship Cov Faber appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice 
Walton, dated May 1, 1906, without a jury, Middlesex July 4 

London Salt Co ld v TS Harris & Cold appl of pitffs from judgt of Mr 
Justice Bray, dated June 19, 1906, without a jury, Middlesex July 9 

Sharp v Bates appl of deft from judgt of Justices Darling and Ridley, 
dated May 25,1906 July 9 

Shaw v Spiers appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady 
(additional judge), dated June 20, 1906, without a jury, Middlesex 

10 


In re Taxation of Costs and In re H R Newson, gentleman, &c appl of 
Newson from judgt of Mr Justice Phillimore, dated June 21, 1906 
(security ordered) July 12 

The Bede SS Co ld v The Bangan Syndikat GM BH of Berlin appl of 
defts from judgt of Mr Justice Kennedy, dated June 23, 1906, without 
a jury, Middlesex July 14 

Automobile Review ld v Lamb Bros & Garnett appl of pltffs from judgt 
5 Pose Justice Darling, dated June 1, 1906, without a jury, Middlesex 

y 16 

Horsley & Floyd v Edwards, Rumpler & Co and ors appl of defts 
Puddy & Hale ld from judgt of Mr Justice Walton, dated May 21, 1906, 
without a jury, Middlesex July 24 

In the Matter of an Arbitration between W F B Eadon and the Lord 
Mayor, Aldermen and Burgesses of the City of Bristol appl of the 
Lord Mayor, &c, of Bristol from order of Mr Justice Kennedy, dated 
July 17, 1906 (special case) July 25 John Gibbs v Same July 25 
Charles A Newman vSame July 25 R H Carpenter and ors v Same 
July 25 (transferred to Final List, Aug 6, 1906) 

Grose-Smith v The Isle of Wight Ry Co appl of pltff from judgt of Mr 
Justice Buckley (additional judge), dated May 5, 1906, without a jury, 
Middlesex July 26 

Manwaring v Jennings appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Ridley, 
dated July 17,1906 July 27 

In re The Agricultural Holdings Acts, 1883 to 1900, and In re an Arbitra- 
tion between C E Jennings and E J Manwaring appl of O E Jennings 
from judgt of His Honour Judge Emden dated July 13, 1906 (special 
case), Tunbridge Wells July 27 


1907 

In re an Arbitration between Jennings and Manwaring appl of Jennings 

from judgt of Justices Darling and Bray, dated Dec 20,1906 Jan7 
1906 

In re Arbitration Act, 1889 The Laundry Employers, &c, Co ld v The 
Accident Insce Co ld appl of Accident Insce Co from judgt of Mr 
Justice Kennedy, dated July 24, 1906 (special case) Aug 1 

Martyn v Cowell and anr appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Philli- 
more, dated July 21, 1906, without a jury, Middlesex Aug 2 

The Premier Boiler Tubes ld v Hargreaves appl of deft from judgt of Mr 
Justice Bray, dated July 20, 1906, without a jury, Manchester Ang 3 

The Mayor &c, of the Borough of Chorley v Nightingale appl of pltff from 
judgt of Justices Kennedy and A T Lawrence, dated July 19,1906 Aug 3 

The Morrison Shipping Co ld v Drefus & Co appl of defts from judgt of 
yl oe Phillimore, dated July 26, 1906, without a jury, Middlesex 

Macbeth v The North and South Wales Bank 1d appl of defts from judgt 
of Mr Justice Bray, dated June 30, 1906, without a jury, Middlesex 
Aug 4 

Ma = &c, of West Bromwich v Martin appl of deft from judgt of 

ustices Kennedy and A T Lawrence, dated May 10,1906 Aug 4 

Frost (Spinster) v Douglas (Widow) appl of deft from judgt of Mr 

Justice Ridley, dated July 31, 1906, with a special jury, Middlesex 


Aug 8 

WwW iene v Walthamstow District Council and anr appl of pltff from 
judgt of Justices Ridley and Darling, dated May 15,1906 Aug 9 

Fear v Phillips appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Jelf, dated July 30 
1906, without a jury, Cardiganshire Aug 10 

Attorney-General v London and India Docks Co (Revenue Side) appl of 
defts from judgt of Mr Justice Walton, dated Aug 3, 1906 Aug 10 

Gent v Gent appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Commissioner Pickford, 
KO, dated July 27, 1906, anda common jury, Durham Augil Gent 
v Gent appl of deft from judgt of Mr Commr Pickford, KC, and a 
common jury, Durham (advanced by order) Sept 6 

Attorney-General v The Great Northern, Piccadilly, and Brompton Ry 

— Side) appl of Attorney-General from judgt of Mr Justice 

alton, dated July 27, 1906 Aug 13 





Smith & Oo v Traill appl of deft from judgt of Justices Ridley ang 
Darling, dated Aug 8, 1906 Aug 11 se 
Salt Union Id v Brunner, Mond, & Cold appl of pitffs from judet of Th 
Lord Chief Justice, dated Aug 10, 1906, without a jury, Middlesex, 
Aug 16 be 
Adams v The Marylebone Boro Council appl of pitff from judgt ot 
Justices Ridley and Darling, dated Aug 9, 1906 Aug 17 . 
Leadbitter and ors v Marylebone Boro Uouncil appl of pltffs from judg} 
of Justices Ridley and Darling, dated Aug 9,1906 Aug 17 * 
J M Irvine (trading, &c) v North and South Wales Bank ld appl of def 
from judgt of Mr Justice Bray, dated Aug 8, 1906, without a jury,” 
Middlesex Aug 18 = 
Charles Wells v Tom Hughes (District Loan Co, clmts) appl of pltffg” 
from judgt of Justices Ridley and Darling, dated Aug 10, 1906 Aug @ 
Richardson and ors v Graham ld appl of defts from judgt of Mr Comme” 
Pickford, KO, dated Aug 3, 1906 (special jury), Durham Aug 20 ; 
J Altman v The Drovers’ Benevolent Institution appl of defts from judgt 


of Mr Justice Bray, dated Aug 10, 1906, without a jury, Middlessy 
% 


Aug 21 ak 


(Zo be continued.) 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cuiarm. 
London Gasette.—Faipay, May 17. i 
Hep.ey, Liverpool June 25 White v Hedley, Swinfen Eady, J Driffield, Livers 
poo 
Saaepies, Evizaseta, 8t Annes on the Sea June 14 Baron v Butler, Registrar, Preston 
Forshaw, Preston - 


Sxare, Joun, Ashfurlong, Pontypridd June17 Morgan Crucible Co, Limited v Snape, 
Parker, J Snape, Maesteg, Glam 


London Gazette —Fatpay, May 24. 


Crass, Witttam, Southport June 24 Cross v Ball, Registrar, Liverpool 


Mather, 
Liverpool 


London Gazette.—Futvay, May 31. 


, 
Sean, Soars Tuomas, Newport, I of W, Hotel Proprietor Juae29 James v James | 


~ + in Chambers, Room No 639, Royal Courts of Justice Hickson & Moir, New 
road st q 
Poixtow, Tuomas, Gatacre, Bridgnorth Jane 28 Roden v Poiaton, Judge in Chambers, 
Room No 283, Royal Courts of Justice Phillips, Shifnal, Salop 
London Gazete,—Tuespay, June 4, 
Bostey. Epwix Epwarp, Hereford June 18 Hooley v Case, Neville, J Carless, Hereford” 
Bauce, Heven, West Cromwell rd, Kensington July 2 Heathorn v Bruce, Parker, J 
Bull, Old Jewry 
Hanson, Evizanetu, Scarborough June 25 Rhodes v Hanson, Parker, J Watson, 
Middiesborough 





Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasette.—Faipay, May 17. 


Anperson, Margaret, Kemp Town, Brighton June 29 Collins & Collins, King William 
st, London Bri 

Agmstaona, Anna Maata, Poole, Dorset June15 Bawtree & Sons, Witham, Essex 

Axrorp, Margraa, Gordon rd, Eali July 8 Harman, Coleman st 

Ba.ow1y, Henry, Rayleigh, Kesex, Builder June 18 Cooper, Southend on Sea 

Barrett, Taomas Epwaarp, Bath July5 Simmons & Co, Bath 

Briaas, ANN Maria, Huntingdon June 29 Margetts, Huntiugdon 

Baockmasn, CurisTian Cagt WitneLm Eanst, Gloucester rd, Fiasbury Park, Commission 
Merchant June 29 Mann & Crimp. Essex st, Strand 

Busuit1, Evizasetu, Swanage Junel4 Rawlins & Rawlias. Byurnemouth 

Connect, Marcarer Anwyt, Whitley Bay, Northumberland June 29 Dickinson & Co, 
Newcastle upon Tyne 

Coorgr, Georae, ‘Tideswell, Derby July 1 Benson & Co, Sheffield 

Cosens, Francis WittiaM, Cleveland aq, ee Park July16 ‘famplin & Co, Fenchurch st 

Crisp, Ancaiz James, Setch, Norfolk, Innkeeper May 41 Partridge & Co, King’s Lyna 

Davey, Right Hon Horace Baron, Ferohurst, Sussex Junels Meredith & Co, New aq, 
Lincoln’s inn 

Dest, WiL.14M STAN_ey, Streatham hill May 31 Smeathman, Hemel Hempsted, Herts 

Eatox, Gzonce Motesworrs, Moseley, Worcester, Insurance Broker June 20 Buller & 
Cross, Birmingham 

Evuis, Mary Any Dororny, Lewes May 31 Lewis & Holman, Lewes 

Erae.u, Sakan, York Junei9 Clifton & Co, Nottingham 

Esmann, Aace, Crown Offic: row, Temple, Merchant June 15 Browne, Clement’s la 

Georce, Sagan Ann, Folkingham, Liocs, Miller June 24 Smith & Co, Horbling _ 

Gaino.p, Hexry Tuomas, Sheffield, Cutlery Manufacturer June 14 Pye-Smith & 
Barker, Sheffield 

Harsorp, Harsorp, Eastbourne June 24 White & Leonard, Ludgate circus 

Harrtaiper, Susanna, Ipswich June3 Josselyn & Sons, Ipswich ’ a 

aoe Ropert, Cocker Bar, Leyland, Lancs, Labourer May 31 Catterall & Livesey; 

reston = 


Himswoets, Evvexs, Wakefield June 30 Harrison & Co. Wakefield F 

Isaacson, Abert Eowaep, Johnson st, Notting Mill July 4 Oswald & Co, Hammer. | 
smith rd, West Kensington § 

Kevianp, ALEXAaNDRINA JasneTra Donatpsox, Westwell rd, Streatham July 

binson & Stannard, Eastcheap 

Lawe, Ann Evtzasera, Southsea, Hants June2) Allen, Portsmouth 

Lanxoe, Hermann esse, Highbury Newpk June 29 Wragg, Devonshire sq, Bishopsgate 

Sante, Sap Jutia, West Kensington gins June 25 Keanedy & Co, Clement's inn,) 

n 

Lonepen, James, Sheffield, Contractor June 2 Ludlam, Sheffield ss 

Lyon, Witttam, Manchester, Artificial Flowers Manufacturer April20 Milner, Leeds i 

McBripg, Saran, Glebe p|, Chelsea Jun215 Robinson & Son, Lincoln's ina tields R 

Masor, The Hon Anne Hevtew Hennyixer, Berkeiey st, Piccadilly June 25 Kennedy & 
Co, Clement’s inn, Strand 

More, James, Queen st June 17 Mote & Son, Queen st 

Newaan, Henry, North shields, Blacksmith June 17 Mabane & Co, South Shields 

Newros, Cagouine, Slough June 29 Shepheards & Walters, Fiasbury circus 

Nicsou.s, Ricaagp, Stoke upon Trent, Staffs, Timber Merchant June 17 Marshall & Co, 
Stoke upon ‘rent 

Nuase, Maj Gea Caaates Butkecey, Duke st mans, Grosvenor sq June 18 Bro 

coin’s ina fields 
Panxinson, Faepsrick, Bournemouth May 31 D'Angibau & Malim, Boscombe 
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Rosertsow, James Avexanpree, Cape Town, Cape of Good Hope July 15 East, 
Basinghall st 


Rosentson, WiLt1am Buxtor, Bournemouth June 22 Fox, Railway app, London Bridge 

Rows, Joan Arcurpatp, Montreal, Canada June18 Gill & Co, ots 

fcunozpes, G Grores ATKINSON, South Woodford, Essex, Book! keeper une 30 Carr & Co, 
Rood In, Fenchurch st 

SHEFFIELD, GroroE — Nottingham, Corn Factor June 22 Samuel Morley, Hounds 

te, No 

SurTH, Frepenic, -— July 1 Saxton & Monge. Somerset st, Portman sq 

Tavior, Ayw Faeaxe, Ventaor,Iof W July 1 Langhams, Bartlett's bides, Holborn 
circus 

Taomuas, Louisa Exizasera, Stoke, Devonport June28 Owen, Liverpool 

TuorPs, Professor CuaRces, Museum st, Bloomsbury June17 Sandom & Co, Deptford 

Wappinetox, Wittiam AnNGELo, Knutsford, Chester June 29 Cooper & Bons, 
Manchester 

Warr, Henry, Sheffield June 30 Irons, Sheffield 

Watters, Tuomas, Endsleigh st June 30 J H & K R Cobb, Lincoln's inn ficlds 

Wasvos, Joan, 8t: a Handf —_ Chester o- 13 Bott, —— = Boom & 

Waite, ALRxanper, Norristown, Montgomery, Pe vania, A June ewi' 
Co, Leadenhall at —? 7 

Wurreway, Ropert Cuessuyare, + May 31 Godfree, Brighton 

Wituams, Hesry Warresipr, Solva, Pembroke, Newspaper Proprietor 
Williams, Haverford west 

Witu1s, Joszrx, Ashton under Lyne, Lancs Jane18 Hamer, Ashton under Lyne 

Witson, James, Blackpool, Boarding House Keeper June5 Gaulter. Fleetwood 

Woop, Erxest Revss, Birkenhead, Chester June 15 Batesons & Co, Liverpool 

Woop, Isape.ia Rosina, Witham, Essex June 15 Bawtree & Sons, Wi ham 

Woopvcoock, James, York June 28 Shaftoe, York 

Worraineton, Georce, Liverpool, Contractor June 17 Watson & Atkinson, Liverpool 

London Gazette.—Tuxrspay, May 21, 
spnatees, James Grorce Sxevtox, Fenchurch ay, Ship June 21 Parker & Co, 
Michael’s Rectory, Cornhill 

a, "Eas Further Barton, Cirencester June 17 Haygarth, Cire 

teeny, Feeperiok, Tunbridge Wells, Mason July 1 Gower, Tunbridge Wells 

Coorrr, Hewry, Masborough, orks, Accountant June 30 Sheffield 

Davipson, Exizapetu, Ipswich July1 Jackaman & Co, I — 

Duepaue, James, Ashton, nr Preston Junel5 J & T Eastham, Clitheroe 

Faasquuar, James, Kincardine, NB June 29 Sladen & Wi , "Delahay st, Westminster 

Fav.xyer, Eowin, Moira, Leiester July 1 Smith & Co, Ash’ y de la Zouch 

Frrzerrap, Exiza, Southampton June 20 Stephens & Locke, Southampton 

——=} Axx, Manchester, Wholesale Millmer May 31 Watson & Booth, Man- 
chester 

Garey, Sanan Ann, Breewood, Staffs June24 Martin, Wolverhampton 

Hamer, Exiza Anw pe Wirt, Ben Rhydding, Yorks June 13 C W Sykes, Eistow, Halifax 

Hiectxson, Toomas, Manchester, Warper July 15 Dyke, Duchy of Lancaster Office 

Hixpie, Joun, Cark in Cartmel, Lancs, Printer June 10 Martin & Atkioson, Ulverston 

Ho.sorow, AtFrep Jouy, Bristol, Commercial Traveller June 22 Inskip & Son, Bristol 

Liverroot, Right Hon Cro. Grorce Savitz Earl of, Kirkham Abbey, Yorks June 30 
Dawson & Co, New aq, Lincoln’s inn 

McAut, Exvizapetu Si1ppatL, Paris June 2i Reid, Castle ct, Birchin In 

Mauarry, Susan Franoes, Maidenhead June 15 ‘Brooks & Go, = wl Commons 

Maatiy, Hensietra, Cathays, Cardiff June 30 Cousins & Co, Ca 

Moor, Wi1114m Jouy, Dovercourt, Essex Junel5 Ward & H ~. Harwich 

Moskett, Grorce Tuomas, Annis rd, 8 Hackney June16 Crocker, Finsbury pavement 

Nixon, Rosert, Bradford June 10 Bharpe, Bradford 

Pansoxs, —- koseat, Plaistow, Essex, Coal Merchant June 11 Holder & Wood, 


Patuirs, ng omy Clydach Vale, Glam, Contractor og Pughe & hey Ly 2 

Pixs, Caanizs, mover g' , Kennington June Dallimo: Camberwell 
ew 

Pipe, Hannan Exizapeta, Limpsfield June15 Leonard & Pilditch, Bisho; te 

Rostxsox, Rev Jonw Witiiam, Chard, Somerset June 25 Adler & Perowne thall av 

— Henry Joun Faepeaicx, Belvedere rd, Upper Norwood June 30 Emmet & Oo, 
ooms 

Russe.1, rey + Newbary, Berks July 27_ Burges & Sloan, Bristol 

Satmon, Josers Suits, Reading June 2 Brain & Brain, ne 


June 10 





SawrEcL, HE.en, Ealing June 30 Hobbs & sk Brighto 
Sawyer, Martsa Waxeuam, Plymouth July17 Rooker & Co, Plym uth 
Saaw, Auraev, Gedling, Notts, Cricket Outfitter June 15 Fraser & Son, Nottingham 


SuirH, Haskerr, Bath June 20 Burton & Co, Surrey st, Stra: 

SPRINGER, Epwarp Makrtiy, Liverpool July 6 Johnson & Son, Liverpool 

—~" ALFRED, = Malden, Surrey June 24 Percy Stroud Streeter, Malden College, 
ew en, Sa 

Winstantey, Wit.iam, " sewmatle under Lyme, Gasworks Manager June 24 Till, 


castle, Staffs 
June 18 Horwood & James, 


New 
Woopwarp, Horwoop Wititam, Aylesbury, Baker 
Aylesbury 
London Gasette.—Faipay, May 24. 
Awyrnox, Epwarp, Manhattan, New York June 21 Jobson, neg ty mang 
ATKINGON, Sopraia, Malvern, Worcester June 22 Milne & Milne, Clement’s 
a. = Josera, Loughborough park, Brixton July 8 Farrar & Co, Wardrobe pl, 


octors 
Burcugr, Mary py ” Aldebu: h, Suffolk June24 Mayhew & Sons, Saxmundham 
CaaLkutn, Farpeaick Grorce ILLIAM, Weston superMare June30 Bowen, Pontypool 
CuaLKin, a Duranp SICKLEMORE, Weston super Mare June 30 wen, 
onty 
Coorgr, ‘Bora GrRTRUDE Pastox, Oakham, Rutland June 30 Crawley & Co, Arlington 
it James’s 

Coutruart, E.izasetu, Morland, Westmorland June20 Richardson, Penrith 

Cross, Frances Eweuixe, Brooklyn, New York. June 21 Jobson, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Davis, se he Rothertield Greys, Henley on Thames June 24 Hanbury & Co, New 


Broad 
Dent, James, 8t John’s Wood rd June2l Watkin-Williams & Co, New Broad st 
Durvis, Harry, 8t Levan, Cornwall June 24 Blyth & Co, Gresham House, Old Broad st 
Dupuey, Louisa, Nottingham ~~! 18 Thompson & Sons, Grantham 
Earon, ELizapern, Nottingham July 31 Pierce, Nottingham 
Faury, Eowargp Henry, RI, Pembridge sq, Bayswater June 24 Fahey, Bedford row 
Gagpyer, Taomas, Torquay June 30 Seabroke = Son, hy by 
Gaguics, Tuomas, Crawley July1 Evans & Co, Ji ford ro 
Catan, Desens Aves tn Dartmouth, Bristol, Masnachiusette, 0 sa June 21 Jobson, 
's inn field 
Hovutpen, Euiza, Hampsthwaite Hollings, Yorks June 25 eS ' & Son, epee 
Inkpen, Gaanies Tuomas, Brighton June22 J & J C Hayward, Da’ 
Ke.szy, Atyrep, Market Weighton, Yorks, Farmer July 6 Robson, oe 
Laws, Witzam Eowano, Orchard st, Portman sq, H June 30 Angell & Co, 
resham 


LituicraP, Jonx, Plymouth July 22 Rooker & Co, Plymouth 

Mappean, Cuagtry, Mousehole, Paul, Cornwall June 22 Thomas, Penzance 

Pratr, Wiis Lea, Pontnewynydd, Mon Augl Bythway & Son, Ponty _ 
Pamstiy, Frances Exvcen, Chariinch, ny Me os 18 Bishop, Bridgwater 

Rirtey, Wiiuiam. Leeds June 17 

Russy, Witi14M Joun, Leander rd, Brixton rors are 18 Young & Sons, Mark In 
Bauvets, Heyay, Long a =, Sate ondsey, Livery Stable Keeper June 23 Myers, Worm- 


Sees, Beet , Hant & Co, Bedford 

ts June $ row 
Srzee., Groner Epwaagp, 8 "7 Beg tty 
Seavans, Gzoncz, B pl, Camden rd eo 1 iva, mage & One, Clifford’s inn 


ae, WittiaM He Belsize 
" ATH, ay, 
Theobald’s rd, Gray’s inn — 


Jetox, BeeTeaM Wituiay, § Stockbrid 














July1 Marshall & Pridham, | Herseeixetoys, Extzx, Chorlton we 
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Symoys, Cuantes, Barnstaple, Timber Merchant June 
Yo am Jou, Tunbridge Wells July 19 — & 

Weeks, Wiuas, Eastineon, Southam: 
Wuerat er, Faeprnick, Leaves by 
Wiaetey, Taomas, rd J 
Yerkes, Cuaaces Tyson, Chicago, U 
Youre, Rev. Repgxick, 

Gray’s 


4 Pay = sa 


London Gasette.—Turspay, May 28, 
Avexanper, E.izanets, Bournemouth July 9 Bone, Bournemouth 
BaRnarp, Joan Burxitu, Moorlands Stud Farm, nr York June 30 Edmundson & 
Gowland, Ripon 
Bantox, Martua Catuarine, Catford June 29 Robinson & 
Beaumont, Epaar, Ciacton on Sea June a 
Bronkuorst, Lean, Coborn rd, Bow June 29 Harris, Leadenhall et 


CaTrs.u, Euizapern, Thornton Heath Jul; 
Crane, Eveayor. Birkdale June 30 Ww & Co, 
— dng. ow Hexar, en Carrier 5 
LEGROVE, Josera Waite, Su wow Farmer June 28 Fairfax, Banbury 
Cooxs, Henry, Catton, Nottolke ie July 1 
Cooxe, Racnet Magcaret, Catton, Norfolk Aylsham 1 Purdy, Aylsham 
Canwe, Lawaence Stuart, June 22 , East Stonehouse 
Degs, CaaR.orTe oe Wallsend, Northumberland July 5’ Dees & Thompson, 
ewcastle u 
Faeremas, ALrrep Tuomas, Toronto Canata July1 Isard, ames 
Guascow, Mary Jase, Chesham, Bucks June 30 Francis & How, Chesham 2 


Hirst, Arruua, Dewsbury, 


Hosss, hacer gM Norta Wharf rd, P, Contractor June 21 Oliver & Co, 
‘arwick s 
Howiayper, Davin, Edgbaston, Birmingham, Export Merchant Jane 15 Hollander 
ouaee, Josnua Wiv.iam, Montserrat rd, Putney June 24 Welman & Sons, West- 
urne grove 
Jacxsoxn, Eowarp Hveu, Wisbech St Peter, Cambridge, Solicitor July 15 Jackson, 
Wisbech, Cambrid 


ge 
Sequess, Macsaaw Faxpesicx, Sheffield, Fruit Dealer’s Assistant June 24 Smith & Co, 


Jonzs, Huon, Glanadda, Bangor, Builder Jane 30 oe & ce, Bangor 
Kinouan, Win, Dinton. PS ang July 1 Horwoot & A leabuty 
Lairawaite, Mary Avy, Birk Southport June 30 

Laneoroy, Joun, Morton Swinderby, Lines, Farmer euly 18 18 

ManrsHatt, Hewry, Kingston upon 
—— o— Taomas, Gt Dover st, Borough June 24 Hicklin & Co, 


Newman, Mary, Bath July8 Simmons & 

Oapes, Witt1am Tuomas, Epping June 22 a Bermondsey st 

Parkes, Evizaseta Racwe. Rosauie ee hen Buxton, Norwich July 12 Barron & 
, Gray’s ion pl, Gray’s inn 

Parnoviros, 6: Spasorg, Gt a iari st, Gt Portland st, Cabinet Maker June80 Rubinstein 

ymond bidgs, s inn 

Puoasne, dom, Pantewye, Merthyr Cynog, Brecon July1 DWE & M F Thomas, 

Rieter, Rionarp, Liverpool July 1 nae & Pemberton, Liverpoul 

| mg a, a aoe ll _— Bracher, Maidstone ae 

AMUEL, Mary Louisa, Bleaf Lines Simpson, Sleaf 

wei, Eowarp, Paul, or Penzance, Farmer” ang ec Besta st 

Sxewt, Nicsoxas, St Just in Penwith, Penzance, Scene Augi Fast, Badal ot 

Sourary, James Faepeaicx, Gt Yarmouth, Harness Maker June13 Burton & Son, Gt 


Yarmouth 

Stracc. Jesern, Winchester June29 Bailey & White, Winchester 

Tuomas, Wiii4M, Surbiton July 24 Hamline & Co, 

Tuomrson Joun, Gateshead, dela July 10 

VaNDERBYL, MicgarL SeRvaas, Lingfield rd. 
sq. Lincoln's inn 

Wesrmore, Witt1aM Taomas, Sunderland 

Wuae.pon, Steruen, Haycroft rd, Brixton 
upon Tyne 


hogs New July 1 T te 06s the 


a toe June28 Armstrong, Forest hill 
Jaly5 Dees & Thompson, Newcastle 


Londo Gasette—Frivay, May 31. 
Auten, Avsert Epwarp, Oxford July 6 P omy oh Co, Oxford 
ALLEN, Marky, Malvern Link, Worcester June 24 Perry, Wot oe ge 
ARNOLD, Faepreric Hupsox, Hampstead uty ll ps yh "St Helen’s P . eaeoagee at 
ATKiNsoN, Sopata, ivern, Worcester 


ATKINSON, Wim, Beckenham, Civil woe i 9 RF&C Le saith. Lincoln's 


inn fields 
Arrensury, Apaanamu, West 12 Lawson & Co, Manchester 
Stamp & Co, Hull 


Chester J 
Braxs, Hexey, Kingston upon Hi , Solicitor July 


Bion, Gens Saseue Rees, Gosforth, Northumberland July 12 poll & Marshall, 
ew upon 
Borwmens, Wants Wary Faanx, Gt Dover st, Plumber Junel4 Huntley & Son, Tooley st, 


Brapy, Trees, Harrogate, Coliieny Agent July7 Dodworth, Sheffield 
Bresyes, Dr Georce — = 4-4, —" = anh Do Close & Co, Bloomsbury aq 
Broapavast, Evizasetn, 8) June 27 Co, Liverpool 

Cuapre.t, Joun, Brighton oor 8 Hobbs & ¥ 

Caaneen, Jang ‘cohen ptr bln J Af 8 Foung,Beighon 

Comat, Bases, RSC Menage Dealer Jaty July 4 Huntly & Co, 
Caapegn See Wiiuam, Wickham rd, pra June 29 Sandom & Co, High st, 


Cor, Haraier Exizasern, Brighton Ler | 4. Rens & ct, Charing Cross 
om. .— = pee = —— _t Wilson, We _ Somerset 

en, Evizaperu Any, Pinxton ‘w by wd Hopkin, Derby 
Seoren, Witiiam, Weston park, Crouch ch Hd sw Bt % Queen st 
Corcurt, Taomas Wrii14m, Southend on Lf Sous Wetooes %, Old Broad st 
Cossry, Louisa, Kirkley , Suffolk Ju'y7 Steere 
Cowan, ¢ Guaniores Maru, Seventh av, Manor June 29 Rawlinson & Bon, 
Caiwr, Mary Ann, Hasti a 6 heb ag oar egy st Without 
Dasarroo0, Janus, Ryde, I , Timber jP July 13 Eldridge & Sons, 


ewport 
Davies, Saran San’ Linslade, Bucks July 4 Watson, Stourport 
Dumscetox, Cari cos Wa Phoenix st, St 8t Pancras, Doctor July 1 Fex, Lower 
Seymour st, Portman “4 
Dunn, Epwarp, Dudley Pork Butcher June 25 June's “Lancatsr, Blncb 
Ecouss, RicHaRD, Grindleton, Yorks, Labourer Lancaster, ‘burn 
Enoxt, Sauvat, Belsize Deck’ July 18 Benjenia, Ooeeias 


Frets, Dan, Oakenshaw, Bradf Brewer © Crabtree, Cleckheaton 
Fay, Gzoace Farpeaicx. Dover June 29 en & Co, st, Deptford 
Gites, Lyvra, Ashford, Kent June 22 Hallett & Co, 
Goap, Lucy Eurex, Carshalton July 12 Coltyer-Bristow & Co, Bedford row 
Gray, Szipy Nixon, Croydon June 19 Ince or st 
Havyor, Atrrep Henry, Becmead av, Streatham Gush & Co, Finsbury circus 
Hanxaieon, no Eee embnidge villas, Bayswater July8 Hunter & Haynes, New sq, 
"s 
Fee Oe nt palin Tele 1 Mees tanghes, O18 3 
ENSTEIN, JOSEPH, 
ae - Manchester July 1 Crofton & Co, 
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Hoanpy, Maraaret, Esholt Cockington, Torquay July 6 Pennington & Higson, | 


Live 

Hvutanps, Exvizaneru, Biddlestone, Wilts July 24 Phillips, Chippenham 

Lewis, Gairrira, Euston June 28 Stephens, Carmarthen 

Lama, Magix Lourse. Southport July 10 Collins & Driffield, Liverpool 

Lieutroor, Josrru, Leverton, Lincs, Farmer July 22 Staniland & Son, Boston 

LituGow, AMELIA Ei IZABETH, Weston super Mare July 1 Ford, Weston super Mare 

McConnext, Witiiam Ropert, Montague pl, Russell sq June30 Arnold, Old Jewry 

McDowatp, Water Scort, Fen ct, Fenchurch st June 24 Regge & Ackroyd, 
Finsbury circus 

Mapes, Lovisa, Hanwell June 29 Rawlinson & 8on, New Broad st 

Maxoxes, Ceoit, CB, Alton, Southampton July 1 Jackson, Farnham 

Moore, Harnizt, Penwortham, Preston, Lancs July 1 Woolley & Hopkin, Derby 

Monnis, Canouine Evizapets, Nottingham June 29 Hawkins & Co, Hitchin 

Morais, Exisua, Parkholme rd, Dalston, Boot Manufacturer July1 Myers, Wormwood 

st, Old Broad st 
seat Hawwnau, Aston, Warwick June 15 Foster & Co, Birmingham 
a rt Lanfair, Montgomery, Collier July 4 Treharne & Treharne, Pentre, 
‘on: 

Neat, Ropent, Sherston, Wilts, Plumber June 30 Clark & Smith, Malmesbury 

Nusyey, Ciara, Clifton, Bristol July 13 Abbot & Co, Bristol 

Partaipor, Euiza, Tottenham July 20 G& W Webb, Devonshire eq 

Paterson, "ApaM Brac K, Beaumont st June 28 Sandford & C ‘o, Arundel st, Strand 

Parersoy, Ropert Coats, Buenos Ayres, Argentina July 4 Bradley, Dover 

Potvarp, Francis, Southport June 30 Trewavas & on tal Bradford 

Purcg.t, Fravixaxp Apert, Manchester sq, Doctor July’ 22 Fooks & Co, Carey st, 
Lincoln’s inn 

Bazar, James Hitt, Milcote st, Blackfriars rd, Pattern Model Maker July 22 Hicklin 

Co, Trinity sq, Southwark 

Raray, Tuomas, Lanercost June15 Cartner & Milburn, Brampton 

Ricuarps, Emma Lucy, Bournemouth June 30 Rowland, Bournemouth 

Ripiey, Samvuet Joux, Newcastle upon Tyne, Wine Merchant July 10 Dees & 
Thompson, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Ropertson, WILLIAM, ns terr, South Kensington, Chartered Accountant July 15 
Janson & Co, Coll ege hill 

Rozimson, Jonny, Swansea June29 Thomas, Swansea 

Sart, Rev Samugt, Dresden, Longton, Staffs July 14 Breton, Longton, Staffs 

Scort, ExizapetH Sanau, Kintbury, Berks Augi1 Barnes, Kingaclere, Newbury 

Bearancke, Sanau Evizapera, Folkestone July 8 Bradley, Folkestone 

Siptay, Carouiye, Harlow, Essex July 1 Hart, Harlow, Essex 

Suirn, Sypyzy ALraep, Hednesford, Staffs, Draper June 24 Gardner & Sons, Rugeley 

Suitu, Wittiam Maraiort, Little Houghton, Northampton July 1 J & C Markham, 


pton 
ee Avonar, Blindley Heath, South Godstone, Grocer July 1 Gorham & Co, 
‘onbri 
Sroxgs, Puivip, Catshill, Shire Oak, Staffs, Yeoman July8 Ashmall, Lichfield 
Tayor, Jounsow Boston, Lincs, Builder July 22 Staniland & Son, Boston 
Toms, Ertes, H de Park gdns July1 Edridge & Newnham, Croydon 
Tow.e paaee, Market Rasen, Lincs, Wheelwright July 12 Frearson & Rainey, Market 


Umennen, Anrinovr, Reigate, Fruiterer June3 Mole & Co, Reigate 

Vaux, Joun, Stockport, Horsekeeper July 1 Coppock & Helm, Stockport 

Vernon, Caturaine, Glastonbury June 24 Lowe & Co, Temple gdns, Temple 

‘Watson, Wares, Carlisle, Fish Dealer July 6 Burnett, Carlisle 

‘Wivcrrr, Mary AXN, Menston, Yorks July1 Farrar, Halifax 

WIi1s0r, Wit LIAM Extas, Euston rd, Builder June 28 Moon & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Wokrtey, Joun, Brize Norton, Oxford, Farmer July5 Walsh & Co, Carfax, Oxford 
Yaras, Anwa Mania, Bishops Sutton, Hants Junei5 Shield & Mackarness, Alresford 
Zeuure, Heway, Liverpool June 22 Hosking, Liverpool 


London Gazette.—Tuxspay, June 4, 
Atkins, Louise, Falcon rd, Clapham junc June 30 Fawssett, Arundel st, Strand 





















































Barrett, Mary Amina, Fazakerley, Lancs June 28 Laces & Co, Liverpool 

Barry, Lovisa, Redland, Bristol June 30 Sinnott & Son. Bristol 

Basrock, SaBau, Cubbingeon, Warwick, Coal Merchant Rs i Passman, Leamington 

Be, Mary, Maldon, Essex July 1 Crick & Freeman, Mal . 

Biscor, Tuo As, Tottenham July 6 Shelton, Lower Tottenham 

Baows, Hexry Witiiam, Oulton Broad, nr Lowestoft, Fish Merchant June . 
Chamberlain, Lowestoft 

Buttock, Epwiy, Henley on Thames July 13 Cooper & Son, Henley on Thames 

Cavcurr, ALFseD Masraens, Angell rd, Brixton June 28 E Calcutt, Chesterfield rd, Brista 

Ciark, SamueL, Worksop, Notts June 26 Clay, Worksop 

CaETWOOD-AIKEN, ae Curerwoop, Stoke Bishop, Bristol July 13 Wansey & Meade | 
King, Bristo ’ 

Couey, Mark, Sunderland, Pawnbroker July 4 Ritson & Hope, Sunderland 

Comrort, Hesry, Whetstone June 30 Kingsford & Co, Essex st, Strand 

CuLLInGaaM, GRorar, Dovercourt, Essex June 30 Ward & Hugh-Jones, Harwich 

Curzon, Faancis, Burley in Wharfedale, Yorks July5 Markland & Co, Leeds 

Dums.eron, CoanLes Eagpiey, Phoaix st, St Pancras, Doctor July 1 Fox, Lowe | 
Seymour st, Portman sq 

Fav.xner, Jouy, Newtown, Baschurch, Salop, Farmer July 12 Craig, Shrewsbury 

Gory, ALICE Lou: isa, Canonbury July 29 Gush & Co, Finsbury circus 

HEMMING, Groace Joun, Erdington, V 

Hipxixs, 'ELeanor Frances, Clifton, Bristol July 16 Miller & Co, Bristol 

Hossoy, Mary Eveanon, Bromborough, Chester June 29 Laces & Co, Liverpool 

Hust, Ricaarp WILuran, Scarborough July6 W& WS Drawbridge, Scarboro' 

Jack, ALEXanDER GoarDon, to ag rd,Canonbury July 16 Stock & Slater, 

James, Ruta Lascaster, Woo! 

Ken isu, Horace Jonny James, Brompton sq July 22 Murray & Co, Birchin In 

Leacu, Mary Ann, Newport, Mon July 1 Howells, Newport, Mon 

LowaTER, SAMURL, "Streatham June 24 Bottrill, Nottingham 


Mackeeg_LL, Caries Eow ARD Greao, Dunningley, Balham Hill June 30 Fraser & Son, q 


Scuthampton st, aay see 

Macqueen, Em aa, C laph am Common June 23 Dawson & Co, New sq, Lincoln’s ina 

MAXFIELD, Josern, Beeston, Notts July6 Rorke & Jackson, Nottingham 

Napier-Ciaveainc, Rev Joun Wanrey, Blaydon on Tyne, Durham June 29 Clayton & 
Gibson, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Nerepuau, Mary, Brockley oe Hm Forest hill July 8 Marsden & Co, Cavendish sq 

NgvINs, Tomas, West Heaton, Northumberland, Farmer July 20 ’ Melrose & Po: ‘orteous, 
Coldstream 

Oapen, Frep, Manches‘er, Cloth Merchant July 2 Hadfield & Co, Manchester 

Parise, Bexsamin, Brighton July 6 Lidiard & Co, Gt James st, Bedford row 

Parsort, Faeperick Bayrorp, Aylesbury July 1 JaT Parrott, Aylesbury 

Pemberton, Jossru, Herne Bay July 6 Lidiard & Co, Gt James st, Bedford row 

Paatr, Hovasox, Sully le Pecq, Seine et Oise, France ‘July 20 Brown, Old Broad st 

Roaers, Jouy, Sheffield July 13 Rodgers & Co, Sheffield 

RoGERsox, Mary Ann, Bury, Lancs July 1 Butcher & Barlow, Bury 

Senior, Paisci.ua Euizabern, Doncaster July3 Atkinson & Sons, Doncaster 

STEPHENS. +. Honicknowle, St Budeaux, Devon June 24 Prance & Prance, 
Plymout 

Sraerton, Nevitte, Liverpool, Coach Builder July 12 Gaskell, Liverpool 

STuast, The Lady CuaR.orr z,Aylesbury July 1 Hores & Co, Lincoln's ian fields 

Tay or, Ricnargp BramweE Lt, ‘Southport July 6 Mawdsley & "Hadfield, Southport 

Tomxiss, Rev Hexry Georce, Weston super Mare July1 Smith & Sons, Weston super 
Mare 


Witiiams, Atraep Henry, Alcester July1 Whatley & Son, Liacoln’s inn fields 

WIciiaMa, Josuva, Bournemouth July 15 Pinsent & Co, Birmingham 

Wina, Groran, Salisbury July 12 ne: Wilton, Salisbury 

Worms, fone Newnuaw, Lichfield rd, Kew Gardens, Surgeon July 1 Winter, Blom 
st 


Woop, Exizaseta, Uttoxeter, Staffs July 10 Wilkins, Uttoxeter 
Woon, GrorGe, Southend on Sea, Essex June 30 Wood & Co, Southend on Sea 


Woopwarp, KATHERINE CHARLOTTE, Bedford park, Chiswick July 6 Hensman & 


Marshall, Bedford row 








; Roperts, Roseart, Panne, Draper Peterborough Monean, Wansie | Liwynpia, Glam, Collier Pontypridd 
De y 


1 | Pet May 22 Ord 23 Ord May 23 
Bankruptcy Notices. | Scorr, Wiuas, Galforte, t nr oves, Surrey, Contractor ——— Harry Samvugt, I ae, fhe Bury & 


arwick July 12 Wright & Marshall, Birmingham 


Walbrodl 3 
ton, nr Liverpool July 1 Batesons & Co, Liverpool * 


London Gazette.—Turspay, May 21. 
ADJUDICATIONS. 

oa Arrnur James, Uxbridge rd, = 8 Bush, 

‘oal Merchant High Court Pet May 21 Ord May ai 

... Jamus Cuirrorp, Lewin rd, Streatham Common, 

Comamiesion Agent High Court Pet March 23 Ord 

Crark, — Hurlingham, a Hall Artist High 
Court Pet May 17 Ord May 

Dirourizitp, Henry Hopsoy, Fellowes rd, Hampstead, 

Commercial Traveller _ High Court Pet May 22 Ord 


May 22 
Buu, “Jour, Midhurst, Sussex, Fishmonger Brighton 


May 21 Ord May 22 
Fenxixc, Eanzst, Colchester, en Victualler Col- 
chester Pet May7 Ord May 18 


Futwew, Jonx Wituam, Witherley, Jena, Miller | 


Birmingham Pet May 16 Ord May 16 
Goxpstrein, Jutivs, Amhurst rd, Hackney, Boot Manu- 
facturer High ‘Court Pet May 13 Ord May 18 
ee, Joun Jarvis, Devonshire chmbrs, Bishops- 
st Without, Tanner High Court Pet May 13 
rd May 18 
Haitrwaut., A.rarp, Farnworth, Lancs, Butcher Bolton 
Pet May 17 Ord May 17 
Harrop, Henry Dawes, 4, Broad st pl, Commission Agent 
* High Court Pet Feb 12 Ord May 17 
Heap.iry, Joun Mityer, Gt Yarmouth, Newsagent Gt 
Yarmouth Pet May 22 Ord May 22 
Hiaoixs, Rusexs N 8, Seven Sisters rd, Islington High 
Court Pet April 24 Ord May 18 
Ixtx, Jonn Ropeart, =a Salop, Draper Shrewsbury 
Pet May 22 Ord’ May 22 
Jenkins, Georcz, Exmouth st, Clerkenwell, Pork Butcher 
High Court Pet May 22 Ord May 22 
Katiaway, Atsert Jouyx, Birmingham, Hot Water 
ineer Birmingham Pet April17 Ord May 16 
Kyowtgs, Caaates Carpenter, Levenshulme, nr Man- 
chester, Commercial Clerk Manchester Pet May 17 
Ord May 17 
LiyrorpD, Jasez ArcurBaLp, Norwich, Laundry Proprietor 
Preston Pet May 18 Od May 18 
Mitiepor, Greorar Heyry, ‘mb _—— Contractor 
Portemouth Pet May 18 Ord Ma 
Mitts, Wittiam Epwarp, and Renae ‘Mus, purwest, 
Builders Croydon Pet April 25 Ord May 
Miiugzs, Day, Bradford, Dealer in Worsted Oockings Leeds 
Pet May ig Ord May 18 
NicHo.uis, ines oom, asietore, Cornwall, Inn- 
Truro Pet Mayl Ord May 
Pat.uirs, Tuomas, re Rosebush, Pembroke, Mason | 
Pp Dock Pet May 18 Ord May 18 


Croy’ don Pet May 21 Ord May tm 


| Surrs, Anne Aaygs, Shaftesbury Salisbury Pet April 15 
Ord May 18 

Wetcs, Henry Jony, Southtown, Gt Yarmouth, Commis- 
sion Agent Gt Yarmouth Pet May 21 Ord May 21 

West Lake, Oiver, Gt Coliege st, Camden Town, Venetian 
Blind Maker High Court Pet March 20 Ord May 16 

Woo.ckove, James Lewis, Plashet rd, Upton Park, Essex, 
Builder High Court Pet May 21 Ord May 21 

London Gazette.—Tuespay, May 28. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

AppLeGcATe, Dayigt, Worcester, Baker Worcester Pet 
May 23 Ord May 23 

Bopiex, Henry Avexanper, Sandiland st, Rei Lion st, 
Holborn, Builder High Court Pet April 15 Ord 
May 24 

Browysg, Matturw Ausert, Stechford, Worcester, Com- 
mercial Traveller Birmingham Pet May 24 Ord 
May 24 

Buimes, Ropert, Westgate, Hornsea, Yorks, Grocer 
Kingston upon Hull Pet May 23 Ord May 23 

Coarss, Joun, Stockton on Tees, Coach Builder Stockton 
on Tees Pet May 10 Ord May 23 

Couttgsr, Epwix, Greyhound In, Streatham Common, 
Builder Wandsworth Pet April 25 Ord May 23 


| Crowe, Jouy, Mount Pleasant, Gateshead, Farmer New- 


castle on Tyne Pet auch, 24 Ord May 4 

Davigs, Jouy, 7 Glam, Haulier Pontypridd 
Pet May 23 Ord Ma 

Daarer, ALF&ED, Strand, H Hatter High Court Pet May 2 
Ord’ May 24 

Dusiay, Paut Evorss Louis, Gt Yarmouth, Motor Garage 
Proprietor Gt Yarmouth Pet April 23 Ord May 24 


Florist Newcastle on Tyne Pet May 10 Ord May 22 

Ex.is, Junius Samvev, High st, Islington, Tailor High 
Court Pet May 23 Or May 23 

Espe, Max, Herne Bay, Kent, Hotel Keeper Canterbury 
Pet April 27 — May il 

Franx & Co, A, Paper st, Umbrella Manufacturers High 
Court Pet May 13 Ord May 24 


Pet May 22 Ord May % 

Mumrorp, Rowxatp Ranp, Teather st, Camberwell, Chemical 
ap tus Manufacturer High Court Pet March 9 

May 22 

i. Marcaret, Newcastle on Tyne Newcastle os 
Tyne Pet May25 Ord May 25 

Norman, Leorotp Isipor Nev 4 Hove, Sussex High 
Court Pet May 23 Ord Ma 

Po.iarp, Jonn Henay, Balaban, Cornwall, Blacksmith 
Truro Pet May 23 Ord Ma 

Rippixeron, Josern, Litelethorse, 1 Narborough, Leicester, 
Farmer’ Leicester Pet May 24 Ord May 24 

Smattwoop, Wi.itram Jonx, Coatham, Redcar, re 
Dealer Middlesborough "Pet May 23 Ord May 


Tuomas, James, Cwmdare, ory Glam, Batches | 


Aberdare Pet May 23 Ord May 2 
Vow ws Cast, Sun ct, 
20 Ord May 23 


Court Pet May1 Ord May 


Wicuiams, Epwix, Mountain ch, Glam, Milk Vendor = 
A 


berdare Pet "May 23 Ord May 23 
Woop, Josy Eanest, Kingston upon Hull, Grocer’s 
Apaitent Kingston upon Hull Pet May 23 Ord 
y 23 


| Weosege, Rowan, Reading, Builder Reading Pet May 


Hopesos, AncarpaLp, Leeds, Baker Leeds Pet May 23 


Ord May 23 
Joy, Dovetas GLover, F nt st High Court Pet 
March 12 Ord Ma 


| Lawctox, Epwarp va Iiford, Coal Merchant 


| 


Martin, Ratrn, rem, Hants, Draper oe 
| Pet ‘May 22 Ord May 22 Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 4 
ao, Wittiam Heyey, Fa aene Accountant Walsall | | Crowe, Som, ‘Mount Pleasant, Ga‘ Farmer June 
et May7 Ord May 23 at il Reo, 80, Mosley st, Ne on Tyne ig 


Chelmsford Pet A 29 Ord May 22 
Lucas, ARCHIBALD, —— upon fruit, ay Maker 
Kingston upon Hull Pet May 23 Ord ’ Ma’ 


| Conourr, Witt1am, Warwick, Labourer ats on 


May 24 


pen Jacos, Wyndham a Ney oo Camberwell, Baker | 


High Court Pet Mayl Ord 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Apptecats, Danre., Worcester, Baker June 6 at 11.30 
Off Kec, 11, Copenhagen st, Worcester 


Epmonpson, Fietcuer, West Jesmond, Newcastle on Tyne, | Ascaort, Taomas Henay, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh, Builder 


June 5 at 12,30 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Bauey, Lypia Es.vey, and Eawest Joun Orr. aN, Leicester, 
Boot Manufacturers June5Sat12 Off Rec, 1 , Berridge 
st, Leicester 

Baupwix, Wituam Hewyry, Croydon, Builder June 5 at 
11.30 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

BAsKeYFIELp, Faepericx, Newcastle under Lyme, — 

4 Victualler June 6 at 11.30 Off Ree, King st, 

Newcastle, Staffs 

Bowen, Dayigt Rosert, Hindley, Lancs, Physician Jum 
6at3 19, Exchange st, Bolton 

Baapsurne, Guonar, Fleet, nr Oulton, Yorks, —— 
Assistant June 5 at 11 ‘Ort Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Brapsuaw, WituiaM, Ormskirk, Lancs. Coal Merchast 
June 5 ‘at 12 Off Ree, 35, Victoria st, Liver, 


Cornhill High Court Pet April 
Warsey, Raurit ReGiInap, Soten th, Westminster High | 
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Davizs, Many Frances, Caswell Bay, nr Swansea June 5 
at 11.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bri 

pe Sorssons, Viscount, wardes sq, <7 aaa Author 
June 6 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Demenry, Witi1am Taomas, Penvillia, Landore, Fitter 
JuneSat12 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Dircuriztp, Henry Hopsoy, Fellowes rd, Hampstead, 
Commercial Traveller June6at1 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
Carey st 


Drapes, Atrrep, Srand, Hatter June 10 at 11 Bank- 
ruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Epmonpson, FLetcure, West Jesmond, Newcastle on 
Fiorist June 5 at 12.30 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, 
castle on Tyne 

Ex.1s, Juuius Samugt, High st, ” a on, Tailor June 7 

atl aptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Essam, Epwarp Iszatr, Billingborough, Lincs, Chemist 
June 7 at at 12 Law Courts, Peterborough 

Fistcuse, Joszra, Coventry Adv: Contractor 
June 6at12 Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 

Faanx & Co, A, Paper st, Umbrella Manufacturers June 
6atli Bankr Ley bidgs, Carey st 

Futwe.t, Jouyn —_—— Lad meng Leicester, Miller 
June 5 at 11.30 191, Co 

Gauutrorgp, Davin, Poatlonya. Giata,. P Master 
June 5 at 10.30 Off Rec, County Court, Townhail, 
Merthyr Tydfil 

Hopasow, ArncaipaLp, Leeds, Baker June 5at11.30 Off 
Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Layatox, Epwarap Cuaaves, Iiford, Coal Merchant June 
5ati2 14, Bedford row 

Loosemorg, Rosgat Feaxcis, Tiverton, Devon, Solicitor 
June llat2 Off Rec, 9, ford circus, Exeter 

Luxkiss, egg sce Bristol, Bootmaker June 5 at 11.30 
of 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Makrtix, Raps, West nd, Fareham, Hants, Draper 
June 6 at 3 Off Rec, Cambridge june, "High at, 
Portamouth 

Mises, Dan, Bradford, Dealer in Worsted Coatings June 
6atll Of Ree, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Moraes, Jouy, jun, South Shields, Stock Broker June 5 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 

Mortimer, Harry Sauv EL, Ipswich, Baker JuneSat2 Off 

36, Princes st, Ipswich 

ieumena Ronatp Raxp, Feather st, Camberwell, Chemical 
Apparatus Manufacturer June 5 at 11 Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Carey st 

i> Magcaret, Newcastle on Tyne June 5 at 2.30 
Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 


ne, 
ew- 





ADJUDICATIONS. 


Apyz, Oscar Arruur, ——-, ct, Hammersmi 
High Court Pet May 18 Ord May % 
i Danes Worcester, Baker 


outnen AsTauR emesesn, chmbrs, 
Te’ at, Stock Sroker High Court Pet April 18 


yth Pe Ms iS Ord May 23 

Aberystw: t May y 

Daviss, on ae lam, 

Exuis, Jotivs Samozt, High st, angen, Tailor High 
Court Pet May 23 Ord May 23 

Greaoxy, Gzorae, aenang a, Sugar Broker High Court 
Pet April 16 Ord May 25 

Hopesox, Arcarpatp, Leeds, Baker Leeds Pet May 23 
Ord May 23 

Iaving, Tuomas Tepay, and Fenrox Irvixe, Liverpool, 
ar ee ion Agents Liverpool Pet March 28 Ord 


Jonrs, i Cilmery, nr Builth, Brecon, Grocer New- 
towa Pet May 16 Ord May 23 
ian. Hersset ABCHDEACON, nee Auctioneer 


an’ Pet May8 Ord Ma 

Lvoas, AROHIBALD, upon Y Fall, Cycle Maker 
Kingston upon Hull May 23 Ord May 23 

Martins, Raurpa, Fareham, Hants, Draper ‘ortamouth 
Pet May 22 Ord May 22 

Mayes, Epwarp, Wellesley rd, am Coal Merchant 
High Court Pet April 11 Ord Ma 

Moreax, Witiiam, L'wynpia, G iam, Collier Pontypridd 
Pet May 23 Ord May 23 

Mortmer, Harry aa Ipswich, Baker Bury 8t 
Edmunds Pet Ma: 0 y 22 

Op, SY poe Hivg, Bristol, Baker 7 ‘Bristol Pet May 16 

Po.iaap, 4d Heyry, “y= Cornwall, Blacksmith 


Truro Pet May 23 Ord 





Noamay, Leopop Istpor New MANS, wee Sussex June 5 
at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Oxp, Bensamtn Hips, Bristol, Baker June 5at 12 Off Rec, 
26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Owen, Rosert, South Shore, Blackpool, ~ rica June 
Satll Of Rec, 14, Chapel st. 

Pantina, Awning, Newport, Mon, Tailor Jone Tat 12 OF 
Ree, 144, 4, Commercial st, Newport Mon 

Patuirs, Tomas, Penbrist, Rosebush, coutete, Mason 
June 7at1 Pembroke Hall, Pembroke Do 

Po.tarp, Jomw Hewry, Re lubbus, Cornwall, ‘Blacksmith 
June 6at12 Off Ree, Boscawen st Truro 

Porrs, Eangst SHALMANEZER, and Henssrt Faeperiox 
Teaey, Suaderiand, Metal Dealers June 5 at 2 Off Rec, 
3, Manor pl, Sunderland 

Rosixsox, Fasp, Whittlesey, Conbelion, Hawker June7 

$11.45 Law Courts, eterborvug’ 

eszaneen, Joun Ciarke, Nottingham, Cotton Waste 
Dealer June 5 at 11 Off Reo, 4, Castle pl, Park st, | 
Nottingham 

fcorr, Wittiam, Salforis, nr Horley, Surrey, Builder 
June 6 at 11.30 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Srantey, Earnest Ecratox Pexcivat, Port Sunlight, 
Chester, Assistant Superintendent of Fire Brigade 
June 5 at 123) Off Rec, 35, a st, i gg 

Tasu, Hersert Oswa.p, Wisbech, Cambridge, Baker 
June 5at12 Off Rec, 8, King st, ‘Norwich 

Von Bucu, Cart, Sun ct, Cornhill June 5 at 11 Bank- 
ruptcy ‘bidgs, Carey st 

Warwnuy, Races Reatavp, Caxton st, Westminster June 
6ati2 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Wituiams, Ropeat, Shop Newydd, Lianfairtalhaiarn, 
Denbigh, Grocer June 5 at 12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate 
row, Chester 

Woop, Joux Enryest, Kingston upon Hull, Grocer’s 
Assistant June 6 at 11 Off Rec, Trinity ” House ln, 

u 


Zimmenmay, Jacos, Wyndham rd, Camberwell, Baker 


Congx, Myuivs, 
March 


Princ, Cuantes Hoorser, and pe Tuomas Carter, 
th Maling, Builders Brentfurd Pet 


y 

Reapine, Caantes Henry, Upper st. p aaten, Costumier | 
High Court Pet April26 Ord Ma 

Rippixeros, Jossrn, rpe, Nar . Leicester, 
Farmer Leicester Pet May 24 Ord May a 

Tuomas, James, Cwmdare, Aberdare, Glam, Butcher Aber- 

dare Pet May 23 Ord May 23 

bere = 3 mt Auten, York, Accountant York Pet May | 
4 

WILttaMs, oo. Mountain Ash, Glam, Milk Vendor 
‘Aberdare Pet May 23 Ord May 23 

Witson, — Evizasetua, Bournemouth, Court Dress- 

er 


‘oole Pet May 16 mail,'G 

Woon, Joun Eanzst, + -% upon Hull, Grocer’s Assist- 
ant en ull Pet May 23 Ord May 23 

Woop, ae ILLIAM, Sussex te Hyde Park High 





et March 2 Ord May 
regen ten May 31. 

Aw F i, i ag hh Bie Knightsbridge High 
DERSON, a 
Court’ Pet Feb a Ord May 

Betterove, Grorce prton hey Farperick Epwaap | 
WIitsain, eo rd, Florist High Court Pet | 
May 29 Ord May 29 

Dasseanh, A | Manchester av, Merchant High Court Pet 
A ” Ord Ma: 


Bexnett, WILLIAM, West Norwood, Su: ag Mer- 
chant HighCourt Pet May1é Ord 

——~ Isaac, Portsea, + say yo Tailor * Ports- | 

mouth Pet May 27 Ord Ma: 

Baay, Heasert Epwaro, W wich, House Furnisher | 
Greenwich Pet May 28 Ord May 28 

Baiaes, STaniey, mmersmith, Hotel Manager High | 
Pet A 30 Ord May 27 

, Financier High Court Pet 

12 Ord May 28 





June5at1l Bankrupcy bidgs, Carey st 


Epsunpsox, om, un, West Hartlepool, Railway Clerk | 
Sunderland Pet iny 


28 Ord May 28 


th, Actor 
Worcester Pet 


Farnow, Epwargp Eayzst, py , Traveller 
Birm 27 Ord May 27 


Re 
Master Brickla: 
on Tees Pet May om Ora May 25 = 
Cuevas Seamm Thurnscoe, Sheffield 


Garsortt, 


Ma 

Base Wits sa een, Croydon, Builder Croydon | ray, Janus, Wigan, Coal Mer.hant Wigan Pet May 
y ¥ 

Brookes, WILLIAM Domes, Bees Itchington, Warwick, Hanovanes, aoe — Macs, Burnt 

Farmer Warwick Pet April 25 Ord May 23 Norfolk, Grocer Norwich Pet May 27 Ord May 27 
Brees, Sonne, See, To Grocer bas Honeeos, | Ricuarp, Houghton le Mineral 
Coaras, Joux Bese on 7 ay Builder Stockton ‘ater Manufacturer Durham Pet May Ord 

Pet May10 Ord . Pelster Min 


- Mey 7 
wenns, Aas Aueee, 
ce 
‘Ord 


Ieuan, Low Maker Blackburn 


Murm, B ok mg , a Lawes Maartie. May 
Lincs, Blacksmiths Boston Pet May 28 Ori Ord 
Mavens, Joszrn, Cheetham, Manchester, 
Pet May 27 Ord May 27° 
Morus, Tuvumas, Carlsbad st, Caledonian rd, Cab Pro- 
Ni 9} Manbe: tote be attend. Builder High 
orTH, CHARLE vo 
Court Pet May 10 5 May 29 
Hoag, Bexsante Mele my , Glos, Butcher Gloucester 
y 
Pxt.uips, ei & Trecynon, Aberdare, Glam, Colliery 
Labourer Aberdare Pet May 27 (.d May 27 
Lancs, Joiner 


May 29 May 29 
Riowaagps, a eg bye Notts, Builder 
Ri = iverauy Row Betta, Printer and Stationer 
CHAaDSs, ATePaeN Epuusxp 
Bristol Pet May 27 Ord Ma 


Rosnizs, Davin. 1A Paimer’s Green, Grocer 
Edmonton Pet y7 O:d May 27 

Rossow, James Sipwey, Chester, Farmer Maccles- 
field Pet May 28 Ord May 28 

Samusi, Haney 


x, and | 4 Rose Wares, Man- 
Dealers Manchester Pet May 18 











Ord May 2 
Surry Stover fuses Exeter, Hairdresser Exeter Pet 
Gvensen Heapeart, , Yorks, Tramway Clerk 
Sheffield Pet May 29 Ord May 29 . 
Tomuts, _ He... Small rmingham, Grocer 


Heath, Bi 

| Birmingham Pet May 29 Ord May 29 

| Tozer, Samvue., Dcoy, Newton Abbot, Devon, Dairyman 
Exeter Pet May 29 Ord May 29 

| Witxinson, Jossra, "Coach Painter Preston 

Pet May 29 Ord May 29 

| ""iieos Daviw Henry, Menai 

Licensed bse” RR E. od Ord 


ery Hide Paks oo “Koightabidge June 
11 at 12 bidgs. 


ay, June 10 at 1 


eg OS 
est, nara, Wine Merchant June 


Bankruptcy 
Bo Hewey Aus Sandiland Red Lion 
” Holborn, Builder June '10 at 12 it ptcy tage, 


st 
cua Srantey, Brook Green Hotel, Hammersmith, 
Hotel Manager June il at 11 Bankruptey bidgs, 
Baowyeg, Marrazw Apert, Stechfrd, Worcester, Com- 
Traveller June 10 at 11.30 191, Corporation 


Grocer June 8 at 11 
Of Res} 
Conex, en eR my my! Fimancier June 14 at 12 


Davina, owe oe 7 License1 Victualler 
June llati2 14, "Bedford tow 

| Davine, Joux, Blaencl Glam, Haulier June 11 at 

.30 Post Office Pont; 

_Famow, Hos —- Eawasr, ttechf Traveller June 12 at 

1.30 

| manvs, Sames, Wi Coal t June ll at3 Court 
house, Crawford st, he 

Heapiey, Jouy Mins Yarmouth, Newsagent June 
8ati2 Off Reo, S, King at, Ni 

|. Asgruur, Preston, Confectioner Junel0 at 11 Off 


Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 


ay 2B 


Bensauis, A, 


Bennett, WILLIAM, 
ll at 


B ha , Hornsea, Y 
ULMER, 
Becclosbery 
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Huones, ALexanver, Didsbury, Painter Jane 8 at 10.3) 
Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
Joy, Doveras Grover, Montague st June 10 at 230 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Kwow.es, Cuanies Canrenter, Levensbulme, nr Man- 
chester, Commercial Clerk June 8 at 11 Off Ree, 
Byrom st, Manchester 
Know ces, Joux, Birkdale, nr Southport, Grocer June 10 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 
Lang, CLEMENTINA Euaa, Gloucester, Corn Mzrchant 
June 8at3 Beil Hotel, Gloucester 
Locxwoop, Watrzr, Longridge, or Preston, Licensed 
Victualler June 10 at 11.15 Off Ree, 14, Chapel st, 
Preston 
Lucas, Ascuipatp, Kingston upon Hull, Cycle Maker 
June 8 at 11.30 Off Rec, Trinity House In, Hull 
Mevens, Joszeu, Cheetham, Manchester, Tailor June 8 at 
11.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
Moreay, Wictiam, Liwyapis, Glamorgan, Collier June 11 
atili Post Ottice chmbrs, Pontypridd 
Parktysox, Bexsamin Joszrn, Burnley, Lancs, Draper 
June 10 at 11.45 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 
Pearse, Henny L, Chatham June 10 at 11.30 115, High 
. ester 
Paice, Wit.iram, Ludlow, Salop, Grocer Junellati1 4, 
Corn sq, Leo ninster 
Rivpinorow, Joseru, Littlethorpe, Narborough, Liecester, 
Farmer June 10 at 12 Of Rec, 1, Berridge st, 
er 
Roogrgs, Ricuarp, Wrexham, Denbigh, Innkeeper June 
10at12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 
Ronniz, Daviv, Hoppers rd, Palmers Green, Grocer June 
8atll 14, Bedford row 
Suita, Sypney Avsert, Exeter, Hairdrewer June il at 
12 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 
Taonas, James, Cwmdare, Aberdare, Glam, Butcher June 
11 at 11.15 Post Office chmbrs, Pontypridd 
Tozs., Samurt, Decoy, Newton Abbot, Devon, Dairyman 
June ll at12 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 
Wuepvare, Fraxkx Joun, Bedford, Grocer June 11 at 10.30 
Shirehal!, Bedford 
Wituiams, Eowix, Mountain Ash, Glam, Milk Vendor 
June 11 at 11.45 Post Office chmbrs, Pontypridd 
Woop.ey, Epwarp, Reading, Builder June 13 at 12 
Queen s Hotel, Reading 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Ascaort, Taomas Henry, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh, Builder 
Bangor Pet April12 Ord May 28 
Betterove, Grorce Aveustus EpwarpD 
Wiss, Fulham Palace rd, Florist High Court Pet 
May 29 Ord May 29 
Berxerein, Isaac, Landport, Portsmouth, Tailor Ports- 
mouth Pet May 27 Ord May 27 
Bisaur, Faepericx James, Farnham, Licensed Victualler 
Guildford Pet May 1 Ord May 27 
Brapsuens, Georce, Fieet, nr Oulton, Yorks, Corn 
Merchaot Leeds Pet May9 O:d May 25 
Baay, Heasert Envwaro, Woolwich, House Furnisher 
Greenwich Pet May 28 Ord May 28 
Baowne, Mattuew Avperr, Stechford, Worcester, Com- 
mercial raveller Birmingham Pet May 24 Ord 
May 27 
Burtivant, WituraM Hesry, Gosford, Kidlington, Oxford, 
Farmer Oxford Pet May 22 Ord May 27 
Dorias, Pavs Eveere Louis, Gt Yarmouth, Motor Garage 
Proprietor Gt Yarmouth Pet April 23° Ord May 28 
Epsonpson, Fietocuge, West Jesmond, Newcastle on =a 
Florist Newcastleon Tyne Pet May 10 Ord May 2 
Epmunpsoy, Josers, jun, West een, Railway Clerk 
Sunderland Pet May 28 Ord May 
Farrow, Epwarp Eevgst, Stechford, Worcester, Traveller 
Birmingham Pet May 27 Ord May 28 
GarsuTt, Geores, Stockton on Tees, Master Bricklayer 
Stockton on [ees Pet May 25 Ord May'25 
Guasswect, James, Thurnscoe, Yorks, Tailor Sheffield 
Pet May 29 Ord May 29 
Haxvy, James, Wigan, Coal Merchant Wigan Pet May 
28 Ord May 23 
HargprYmMent, exky Taomas Mace, Barnham Broom, 
Norfolk, Grocer Norwich Pet May 27 Ord May 27 
Hopeson, Rrowagp, Houghton le Spring, Mineral Water 
Manufacturer Durham Pet May 27 Ord May 27 
Houones, ALEXANDER, ee Painter Manchester Pet 
May 27 Ord May 27 
Isuerwoop, Evies, Blackburn, Cabinet Maker Blackburn 
Pet May 27 Ord May 27 
Jackson, Natuas, Fenton, Stiffs, Van Man Stoke upon 
Trent Pet May 1l_ Ord May "29 
Layotox, Epwarp Cuwarces, Ilford, Coal Merchant 
Chelmsford Pet April 29 Ord May 25 
Maagtix, Ricuarp, and Faank tren Martin, Spilsby, 
Lincs, Blacksmith Boston Pet May 28 Ord May 28 
Meyers, Josera, Cheetham, Manchester, Tailor Salford 
Pet May 27 Ord May 28 
Nicno.isoy, Marcaret, Newonate on Tyne Newcastle on 
Pet May 25 Ord May 
Norsis, Bensamin WILLIAM, Ulery, Glos, Butcher Glouce-ter 
Pet May 28 Ord May 28 
Patster, Groras. Thorpedank ~ Uxbridge rd High 
Pet Aprili8 Ord May 
Pasray, Joux Evwix, and obey Vickers, Somerville, 
os , Builders Brkenhead Pet April 25 Ord 


y 

Patiurs, Joux, Trecynm, Aberdare, Glam, Colliery 
Labourer Aberdare Pet May 27 Ord May 27 

Proxor, Joax Grorcr, Acaington, Joiner Blackburn 
Pet May 27 Ord May 27 

Ratmsow, Feeperick, Southsea, Hants Portsmouth Pet 
May 29 Ord May 29 

Ricuaasps, Stepnex Epmunp, Bristol, Printer Bristol Pet 
May 27 Ord May 27 

Rosson, James Stpwey, Eaton, a Farmer Maccles- 
field Pet May 28 Ord Ma: 

SHorvand, James Rowse, Mang tefield, Gloucester, Builder 
Bristol Pet Dec 4, 1905 Ord May 27 

SMALLWoop, Wiiiam Joux, Cvathem, Redcar, Cycle 
Dealer Middlesbrough Pet April 26 Ord May 27 

furpiey, Josern Henny, and Gzosce Boorn, Leicester, 
Carters Leices‘er Pet April3 O:d May 29 





Sauirn, Sypyey A.pert, Exeter, Hairdresser Exeter Pet 
May 23 Ord May 28 

Srexton, Hexsert, Masborough, Yorks, Clerk Sheffield 
Pet May 29 Ord May 29 

Tozer, Samuet, Decoy, Newton Abbot, Devon, Dairyman 
Exeter Pet May 29 Ord May 29 

Turner, Epwis ALexanper, Mayow rd, Forest hill, 
Patentee Greenwich Pet Feb De Ord May 28 

Wuevpate, Fraxx Jonny, Bedford, Grocer Bedford Pet 
May 22 Ord May 27 

Wi.xtnson, Juseru, Morecambe, Coach Painter Preston 
Pet May 29 Ord May 29 

Wittiams, Davip Henry, Menai Bridge, Anglesey, 
Licensed Victualler Bangor Pet May 25 Ord May 25 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 

London Gazette of May 7: 

Suart, Jonn Gorpox, Regent’s Park terr, Regent’s Park, 

Architect’s Clerk High Court Pet May2 Ord May 2 


ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED. 


Mitier, Rev Grorer, Radway, Warwick 
Adjud Aug 25,1903 Annul Feb 22, 1907 

NICHOLSON, Cuastes WILLIAM, Blackp»ol, Commercial 
Traveller Preston Adjud Nov 19,1906 Annul April 
30, 1907 


Banbury 


London Gazette,—Fatpay, June 4. 
RECEIVING ORDEB3. 


ApLarp, Harotp Dryspare, Noe paca Builder Lia- 
coln Pet May 29 Ord Ma 

Auten, Jonn Tuomas, Leleester, ‘hesbe Leicester Pet 
May 18 Ord June 1 

Banks, CHarves, Seaford, ane Sub-Postmaster Lewes 
Pet May 31 Ord May 3 

Bixxs, Witi1am Tomas, Gutter In, Licensed Victualler 
High Court Pet May 30 Ord May 30 

BaunyinG, Gzorce Tuomas Coox. Bootle, Lancs, Seedsman 
Liverpool Pet Junet Ord June 1 

Camppe.., Arthur, Manchester, Accountant Manchester 
Pet Aprii9 Ord May 30 

Cooke, Watrer Hersert, Grayshott, Hants, Hotel 
Manager Guildford Pet May 29 Ord May 29 

Crew, Atrarp, Pemberton —_ i Holloway, Stone 
Merchant's Manager igh Court Pet June 1 Ord 

une 1 

Cryer, Sytvester, Burnley, Weaver Burnley Pet May 
81 Ord May 31 

Evans, Sanan Jane, Liandudnv, Lodging house Keeper 
Bangor Pet May 31 Ord May 31 

Fisuer, Witt1am Taomas Henry, = Berks, Music 
Seller Oxford Pet May 31 Ord May 3 

Greenwoop, Wi1Li14M Martin, Ashton on ae Chester, 
a Traveller Manchester Pet April 30 

ay 30 

Geocan, ARCHIBALD, Jermyn st High Court Pet Feb 12 
Ord May 24 

Heevey, Wititam Grarron, Sheffield, Grocer Sheffield 
Pet May 8 Ord May 30 

Ho.tper, Tuomas, Bristol, Licensed Victualler Bristol 
Pet May 31 Ord May 31 

Innes, Witt1amM Batsieniz, Boston, Lincs, Merchant 
Boston Pet April10 Ord May 29 

Kiex, Mary A, Greenheys, Manchester, &tationer Man- 
Pet May1 Ord May 30 

Kreriasp, Wituiam, Weston Turville, Bucks, Farrier 
Aylesbury Pet May 30 Ord May 31 

Knapman, Faepgrick, Stonehouse, Devon, Carter Ply- 
mouth Pet May3 Ord May 31 

McGaw, Joun, Wilmcote, Stratford on Avon, Farmer 
Crewe Pet May 11 Ord May 29 

Mar.ow, Wittiau, St Martin’s iz, Charing Cross, aa 
Victualler Chelmsford Pet May 8 Ord May 

Marrurws, H G, Chatsworth rd, Clapton, Provbiee Tr Dealer 
High Court Pet May 4 Ord May 29 

Oxuey, James Suiincssy, Darlington, "diaee Stockton on 
Tees Pet May16 Ord May 29 

Patmer, Witiiam JonN ARTHUR, rw Carmarthen, 
Plumber Carmarthem Pet May 31 Ord May 31 

Partinetoy, James, Halifax, Fish Salesman Halifax Pet 
May 29 Ord May 29 

Psarce, Joun, Kea, Vorawall, Labourer Truro Pet June 
1 Ord Junel 

Perry, Witi14am, Long Ashton, Somerset, Tanner Bristol 
Pet May 31 ‘Ord May 31 

Roperts, Rosgrar Isaac, anwy, Carnarvon, Carriage 
Proprietor Bangor Pet y3l Ord May 31 

Ropinsoy, Cuirrox, Porchester Gate High Court Pet 
May6 Ord May 30 

Sinertan Goto Saare Investment SyypicaTe, London 
wall High Court Pet April 3 : rd May 

cere a Oxford, Butcher Oxford Pet May 81 Ord 


Grasvos, Innes carn Iford Chelmsford Pet May 
29 Ord May 29 

Srvuemey, James, East Lulworth, Wareham, Gr.cer Poole 
Pet May 30 Ord May 30 

Vaveuan, Davip, Wattstown, Ynyshir, =. Colliery 
Ostler Pontypridd Pet May 29 Ord Ma 

Wueerne, Heney, Aston Manor, Warwick, , re 
Birmingham Pet May 31 Ord May 31 

Wueerer, James Epwarp, New Malden, Surrey, Com- 
aay 80 Tray Kingston, Surrey Pet May 30 O 

a 

Wesens, James, Charles pl, Fast fam, Fat Contractor 
Brentford Pet May3 Urd May 31 

Witce, Georcs, Peatrebach, Merth 4 2. Collier 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet — at Ord 

Woop, Enoca, Slackside, Stuff Meychant Bradford 
Pet May at Ord May 

Yeates, Davin, Cock fia. Durham Stockton on Tees 
Pet May 31 Ord May 31 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Be.torove, Gsorcze Avcustus Frepertick Epwarp 
de moses Fulham ps9 rd, Florist June 12 at 1 


— i oanc, Botte, i TLstemouth, Tailor June 12 at 
3 Of Cambridge junc, High st, Portsmouth 





Binks, Wrtttiam Taomas, Gutter lo, sn Victu 
June 13as12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Care — 

Bray, Hersert Evwarp, Woolwich, House Furn 
June 14 at 2.30 Bankru + 4 bldgs {Room 53), Carey 

Coates, Joux, Stockton on Tees, Coachbuilder June 12 
11 yal Hotel, Stockton on Tees 

Coutt, Sacuer Haxowp, Greyhound ln, Streatham Comme 
Builder June 12at11.30 132, York rd, Westmin 
Bridge 

Duaian, Pavt Eveexe Louis, Gt Yarmouth, Motor G 
Proprietor June 14 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, 
Norwich 3 

Enoetmann, Jean, Marple, Cheshire, Foreign Corr 

dent June 13 at 11 Off Rec, Castle chmbrs, 
ernon st, Stock: = 

Garsurtt, Goren, tockton on Tees, Master Brickla: 
June 13 at 11 Off Reo, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough © 

Hagspyment, Henry THOMAS Mace, Barnham Broo 
Norfolk, Grocer June 14 at 12 Or Rec, 8, King 
Norwich 

Hopesox, Ricnarp, Houghton le Spring, Durham, Min 
Water Manufacturer June 13 at 330 Off Ree, 
Manor pl, Sunderland 

Jackson, Natruay, Fenton, Staffs, Vanman June 13 
11.30 Off Rec, King st, Newcastle, staffs 

Marrarws, H @, Chatsworth rd, "Cla ton, 
Dealer June 17 at 2.30 Bankruptcy b dgs, on = 

Morris, Tuomas, Carlsbad st, Caledonian rd, Cab 
prietor June 17 at 11 Bankruptcy bidg;, Uarey ri 

Noxzais, Beysamin Wii1au, Uley, Glos, Butcher June 
at12 Off Rec, Station rd, Gloucester 

Norru, Cuarces, Manbey grove, Stratford, Builder Ju 
12 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Paver, Witu1am Jonn Anruor, Lianelly, Plumber Jai 
12at11 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 

Parry, Joun Epwix, and Joserx VickERs, Ci 
Chester, Builders June 12at12 Off Rec, 35, Victo 
st, Liverpool 

Partineton, James, Halifax, Fish Salesman June 17 at If 
0 Townhall chmbrs, Halifax 

Ratnsow, FREDERICK, Southsea, Hanta Junel2at4 Q 

, Cambridge junc, High st. Portsmout: 7 

Ricuans, Cuan.es, Hucknall Torkard, Notts, Build 
June l2at3 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingh 

Roserts, Ropeat, Peterborough, Draper June 14 at 11, 
The Law Courts, Peterborough 

Rosinson, Ciirtox, Porchester gate June l4at12 B 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Siszeet1any Gotp SHare Investuent Syupicate, Londo 
wall Junel4ati11 Bankruptcy bldgs. Carey st 

SmaLttwoop, Wi.11am Jonny, Cuoatham, car, Yorks) 
Motor Dealer June 12 at 3 Off Ree, 8, Albert rd 
Middlesbrough 

Srurmey, James, East Lulworth, Wareham, Dorset, Gro 
June 12 at 2:30 Messrs Curtis & Son, Market pi, Poc ' 

Wicains, James, Charles pl, East Acton, Fat Contrac 
June 12at12 14, Bedford row 

Witurams, Davip "Henry, Menai Brid Angle 
Licensed Victualler June 13 at 12 rypt chmb 
Eastgate row, Chester 
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